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DECLARATION OF HEBER JENTZSCH 



In writing the attached affidavit I wish to make a brief 
statement about the religion to which I belong. The Church of 
Scientology has a long history of creating freedom of thought. It has 
created a great deal of good in the society for a number of years. It 
has fought against the depersonalizers (psychiatrists) that have tried 
to destroy minds, it must be realized that Scientology tries to create 
good and has no interest in destroying others. The psychiatrists 
(depersonalizers) who work against the good of Man have no right to 
create obstacles to efforts to explore the dark places in men's minds. 
They have no right to destroy freedom of thought just because they wish 
to dominate. 

Scientology has worked ambitiously over the years and has 
achieved splendid things in the fields of education and drug 
rehabilitation. It has wisely used its resources in order to bring good 
to the society. The energy of the church used in bringing about good 
conditions is well known to all of the parishioners and to many opinion 
leaders outside the church. The church will expend the time and the 
effort to bring about a goal of "a world without insanity, without war, 
without criminals and where honest men will have rights," 

As a religion, Scientology has brought reason into philosophy, 
health into peoples' lives and taught people how to survive. It is our 
intent to help religion and to help people. Therefore it is necessary 
that the following piece be written to describe the protracted conflict 
against the good that Scientology represents so that courts can 
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understand the actual issues at hand. Whatever the outcome, Scientology 
will continue to be a symbol of good. 

I, Heber Jentzsch, hereby declare and state as follows: 

This declaration reviews in detail information contained in 
sworn deposition testimony, documents authored by or for Michael Flynn 
himself, his brother Kevin, or other FAMCO (Flynn Associates Management 
Corporation) employees, court proceedings, newspaper reports and other 
sources which shed a different light on Flynn's and FAMCO's intentions 
than they would have the public believe is true. Many of these 
materials are set forth as exhibits and explained or examined below. It 
is submitted that this material shows that the Flynn brothers used ana 
intended to use FAMCO in a manner which one could conclude was 
definitely manipulative and self-serving, and even illegal. 

1. The purpose of this declaration is to delineate for the 
courts the pattern of harassment and abusive conduct instigatea ana 
executed against the Churches of Scientology by Boston lawyer Michael J. 
Flynn and a number of co-conspirators operating as a front group called 
the Flynn Associates Management Corporation (FAMCO). Said harassment 
and abusive conduct included, inter alia : 1) conspiracy in the form of 
a moneymaking scheme in which Flynn and FAMCO promised investors up to a 
400 per cent quick return on their dollars; 2) intention to abuse the 
law by the building of FAMCO, a front group, in order to sell shares to 
finance litigation; 3) collaboration with forces trying to destroy 
freedom of Religion and Churches in American life and close work with 
others engaged in the destruction of belief in America; 4) collaboration 
with and funding of agents and operatives using brutal "deprogramming" 
techniques; 5) extensive, personal and malicious harassment of 
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individual members of the Church of Scientology and of members of the 
Church in general in order to deprive them of their legal rights; 6) 
abuse of the judicial process by inundating the courts with massive 
docket filings as well as apparently frivolous, unfounded and 
duplicative lawsuits; 7) use of lies in order to manipulate media ana 

j government and thus influence pending litigation; 8) use of libel, 

j 

I forgery and other improper means in order to influence pending 

| 

j litigation; 9) repeated and frequent fraudulent representations of 

j 

i 

j activities of himself and associates. 

2. Having worked in the office which coordinates legal affairs 
for the Church of Scientology international for approximately the last 
two years, I am familiar with Michael Flynn and FAMCO and their 
activities ana have personal knowledge or information and belief as to 
all charges and allegations as contained herein and Mr. Flynn's 
opposition to Scientology's creation of Religious Freedom. 

3. On August 28, 1980, FAMCO's incorporation papers were filed 
with the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. (Exhibit 1) The incorporators, 
as listed on the Articles of Organization (Exhibit 2), were Kevin Mark 
Flynn, Cheryl Flynn, wife of Kevin, and Michael J. Flynn. FAMCO's 
stated purposes (Exhibit 2) were as follows: 

"1. to carry on and entertain any business, undertaking, 
transaction, or operation commonly carried.on or undertaken by 
capitalists, promoters, financiers, contractors, merchants, 
commission men, and agents, and in the course of such business 
to draw, accept, indorse, acquire, and sell all or any 
negotiable or transferable instruments and securities, 
debentures, bonds, notes and bills of exchange. 
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"2. To issue on commission, subscribe for, acquire, hold, 
sell, exchange, and deal in shares, stocks, bonds, obligations, 
or securities ... 

"3. To form, promote, and assist financially or otherwise, 
companies, syndicates, partnerships, and associations of all 
kinds, and to give any guaranty in connection therewith or 
otherwise for the payment of money, or for the performance of 
any obligations or undertaking. 

"4. To acquire, improve, manage, work, develop, exercise 
all rights in respect of, lease, mortgage, sell, dispose of, 
turn to account, and otherwise deal with property of all kinds, 
ana in particular business concerns ana undertakings." 

4. An analysis of documents and sworn depositions from 
numerous persons reveals that the actual intent of FAMCO was utterly 
different from its stated purpose. The Flynn brothers instead used 
FAMCO as a vehicle to destroy. In addition to: 

j 1. Sell shares in hopes of rapidly raising $180,000 

| 

to finance litigation against the Church. A "get rich quick" 
scheme promising $4 for for every $1 invested was designed to 
lure investors. 

2. Solicit clients in hopes of having 1,000 lawsuits 
in progress against the Church by the end of 1981. 

3. Solicit co-counsel based on a fee-splitting 
system. 

4. Arrange for new clients through oppressive, forcible 
"depersonalizations" designed to make Church members betray 
their religion and then bring suit for ostensible "damages." 
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5. Manipulate the news media in order to attempt to create 
poisonous publicity problems so that the Church would be forced 
into a settlement. 

6. instigate prejudicial government attacks on the 
Church 1 s Religion by means of lies and false reports. 

7. Destroy the future of the Church financially by 
creating a large number of individual lawsuits to victimize the 

i 

i 

Church in inconvenient jurisdictions, solicited illegally using 

I 

a single person "class action" suit as a front. 

I 

5. Flynn has repeatedly sought court orders in federal and 

! 

j state court which would prevent the church from using these documents. 

! 

; These efforts have failed time and again. Indeed, in April 1982, Flynn 

I sought a preliminary injunction against use of these documents. His 
request was denied by the court less that one week later. The Church 
been using the documents in order to show Flynn's campaign against 
First Amendment and the Church of Scientology. Exhibit 3 shows that 
three separate courts have upheld the Church's use of the documents. 

6. The numerous acts against the Religion of the Church of 
Scientology undertaken by Flynn and his brother, Kevin, via the FAMCO 
front group, are described in this declaration and are based in part on 
the poisonous FAMCO documents. The FAMCO documents show that Michael 
and Kevin Flynn's attempts to perpetrate one of the greatest abuses upon 
the courts in the history of modern jurisprudence have destroyed 
countless thousands of hours of court and lawyer time. Their numerous 
misrepresentations are described in detail in this declaration. 
Psychiatrist John Clark was part of FAMCO*s operation. Clark, who has 
published poisonous articles against religion in The American Atheist 
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and elsewhere, was used as FAMCO's propagandist. Michael Flynn's role 


was summoning up lies, hatred and invective and targetting them to 
destroy a religion. Michael and Kevin Flynn and psychiatrist Clark 
worked together to destroy freedom of religion and to bring a First 
Amendment institution to its knees and to plunder its assets in order to 
greedily line the Flynns' own pockets. 

7. In viewing many pages of documents dealing with FAMCO's ana 
the Flynns' work against the Religion of the Church of Scientology, one 
overriding theme emerges: moneymaking; the FAMCO front group was to be 
used in an "all out" effort against the Church of Scientology in order 
to rip off upwards of $200 million. As described in "Scientology - 
Review and Planning" (attached as Exhibit 4) and other FAMCO documents, 
FAMCO was started as a chaos machine to sell shares in the litigation 
and to solicit and exploit gullible and money-motivated co-counsel. 

8. Although Michael Flynn has tried to escape blame for FAMCO 
by laying it at his brother's doorstep, the facts remain that 1) Michael 
Flynn was listed as an incorporator on FAMCO's Articles of Organization 
(see Exhibit 2); 2) Michael Flynn has pursued to the letter the basic 
FAMCO strategy as outlined in the FAMCO documents. There were four 
basic goals in this strategy, all aimed to create unhappiness and 
destroy religious freedom. As shown in "Scientology - Review ana 
Planning" (Exhibit 4), these four basic goals were: 

1. Closing Scientology organizations 

2. Adverse media 

3. Adverse public reaction 

4. Federal and state attacks. 

The FAMCO plan had as its "primary purpose ... to position ourselves 
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such that to fight us would be cost ineffective." Attacks against the 
religion would come from "feeding" media and governments with false and 


misleading information about the Church and thus influencing them to 
undertake investigations of the Church. Although Michael Flynn has 
vigorously denied the implementation of the FAMCO plan as described in 
"Scientology - Review and Planning," his actions belie this. As is 
clearly demonstrated in this declaration and attached exhibits, Flynn 
has been caught pressing an all-out assault to destroy the existence of 
Religion the Church of Scientology in the four areas listed above. 
Flynn's associates Thomas Hoffman and Thomas Greene have been in the 
thick of the litigation with him through the years; they knew of FAMCO 
and its plans yet apparently did nothing to steer away from the course 
set by Michael and Kevin Flynn. 

9. Michael and Kevin Flynn created in FAMCO perhaps the only 
business venture in the history of the United States openly dedicated to 
the destruction of a First Amendment institution. The attached 
proposal, called the "Class Action Case Development Progrant," (Exhibit 

5) was sent by Michael Flynn with a cover letter to numerous attorneys 
around the country in hopes of getting them to join his anti-religious 
extortionistic war. The proposal forecast "one thousand lawsuits 
[against the Church of Scientology] ... by the end of 1981." (Exhibit 5) 

10. Solicitation took various forms, including personal sales 
pressure by Michael Flynn. Clearwater, Fla. businessman Jim Grey has 
stated in a sworn affidavit that Michael Flynn visited him in his office 
and endeavored to enlist him to sell shares in litigation. Flynn 
offered Grey the position of "Trustee of ... FAMCO in the Clearwater 
area." As described in his affidavit (Exhibit 6), Grey was told by 
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Flynn that his duties as trustee would be to "receive, raise and 


disburse monies which would be used to file suits against the Church of 
Scientology around the country and therefore break the Church 
financially ." (Emphasis added.) 

11. Another example of FAMCO's outrageous activities is shown 
in Exhibit 7, a memorandum from an attorney. Chuck Diamond. The 
memorandum from Mr. Diamond illustrates what Flynn represents FAMCO to 
be all about. The memo asserts that Diamond's old schoolmate, Flynn, 
"has made a substantial living suing the Church of Scientology." The 
memorandum indicates that there would be openings for "lawyers in the 
Los Angeles area who would be willing to undertake the joint prosecution 
of some of these claims [Flynn's clients'] on a contingent fee basis." 

It was apparently not mentioned to Mr. Diamond that neither Flynn nor 
FAMCO ever won a cent from the Church in nearly four years of 
litigation, and thus Flynn's "prior successes" alluded to in the memo 
are nonexistent; they are in fact complete and utter delusions. An 
attorney beguiled into "joining forces" with Flynn because of these 
"prior successes" and the lure of "a substantial living" as mentioned in 
the Diamond memo would have linked up based on totally false information 
and promises. The term "church-busters" as used in tne memorandum is 
appropriate to the context; FAMCO's campaign against the Church comes 
across as a vigorous attempt to harm and destroy a religion. 

12. Flynn's operation against the Church of Scientology was 
also broadly implemented in the Clearwater, Fla. area, where he actively 
spread malicious lies and false reports. As stated in the attached 
declaration (Exhibit 8), Virginia Snyder met with a Clearwater city 
official and was informed that Michael Flynn had said he hoped and 
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expected "to get 10 or 12 lawsuits 'going' against the Church [in the 


Clearwater area] as soon as possible." The official explained that 
"Flynn's strategy was that if there were enough lawsuits brought against 
the Church with accompanying expenses that would exceed the Church's 
income, this would result in achieving the goal of Dreaking the Church 
financially ." (Emphasis added.) 

13. Michael Flynn made bold and sweeping promises to those who 
might possibly work for or invest in FAMCO. An April 22, 1981 letter 
(Exhibit 9) dangled "the opportunity to earn substantial monies" as a 
lure to potential co-counsel in Flynn's cases against the Church. 

Another FAMCO document (Exhibit 10) promised FAMCO "investors" between 
$2 and $4 for every $1 invested in FAMCO shares. 

14. Up to Dec. 13, 1979, Flynn's law practice had centered on 
medical malpractice. This changed when Flynn filed a so-called "class 
action" suit against the Church of Scientology of California. 

Strangely, this "class action" suit had just one party, a disgruntled 
former Scientologist by the name of Lavenda Van Schaick. 

15. While the "class action" suit was pending, Flynn initiated 
a series of virtually identical individual lawsuits, using the Lavenda 
Van Schaick "class action" suit as a front, Flynn solicited clients who 
ultimately filed separate lawsuits in remote, inconvenient jurisdictions 
rather than joining the single member "class." These suits were brought 
by 27 different persons even though, as stated in the attached affidavit 
by attorney Nancy Gertner (Exhibit 11), the claims "involve virtually 
identical complaints, causes of actions, and indeed, verbatim pleadings" 
as the original, one-person "class action" suit. It is in keeping with 
Michael Flynn's misleading tactics that he has not filed the motion in 
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the Van Schaick suit which would legally establish the existence of the 


"class" claimed to require the "class action" suit. Any good attorney 
can tell you that filing such a motion is not a difficult process, but 
winning the motion requires that Flynn satisfy very particular rules. 

It certainly seems likely that Flynn is afraid to file the motion 
because he will lose it. Then FAMCO will be unable to hustle more 
lawsuits using the "class action" suit as bait. 

16. The Gertner affidavit also pointed out how Flynn's suits were 
"designed to tax the Church of Scientology to the breaking point, to 
inconvenience and harass that institution so that it will be forced to 
settle with counsel for the plaintiffs [i.e., Flynn and his associates] 
and to maximize the profits that will accrue to the lawyers ." (Emphasis 
added.) 

17. As part of Flynn's "Class Action Case Development Program" 
(Exhibit 5), he even planned "the organization of international lawsuits 
in England, Sweden and other countries." (Exnibit 5) 

18. in the United States, Flynn planned an enormous volume of 
litigation in the form of what he called "turnkey" or pre-packaged 
lawsuits. Via FAMCO, aggressive, far-reaching solicitations were made 
to attract attorneys to join Flynn's anti-Scientology campaign. "We 
provide the clients, the damages, the pleadings, the memoranda, the 
documents, the witnesses ana virtually everything required for an 
instantaneous trial with little or no necessity for discovery," boasted 
a FAMCO promotion proposal to attorneys (Exhibit 5, p. 13). "This 
preparation has taken thousands and thousands of man hours of work and 
hundreds of thousands of dollars," the proposal claimed. 
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19. These ostensibly valuable fruits of FAMCO's labors were 
promised to a handful of lawyers who would choose to link up with 
Michael Flynn in his aggressive attacks against the Cnurch and its 
religion. Wayne B. Hollingsworth is an example of an attorney that has 
sought to work with Michael Flynn. As alleged in the attached 

| 

affidavits and complaints, Hollingsworth repeatedly reneged on 
agreements with his former partner, attorney Gary A. Pappas. According 
I to Pappas* affidavits, Hollingsworth made off with key assets of their 

i 

I 

firm and also wrongly appropriated approximately $750,000 from 

i 

collections and accounts receivable. Pappas is suing Hollingsworth for 
1 an accounting of the assets of their partnership; Pappas claims a 50 per 

| cent interest in the partnership, which he estimates had assets 

totalling $980,000. Pappas succeeded in getting attachments placed on 
at least $200,000 worth of Hollingsworth's property. (Exhibit 12) 
Mingsworth is also being sued by attorney Philip F. Mulvey, Jr. for 
Lvities that sound very similar. According to Mulvey's affidavit 
| (Exhibit 13), Hollingsworth violated their employment agreement, taking 
for himself in July 1982 monies Mulvey had won in one of his personal 
cases. Mulvey protested Hollingsworth's action, and when Hollingsworth 
insisted on keeping the substantial sum Mulvey was due, Mulvey indicated 
he would not continue their association. He began packing his files and 
personal items, left the office briefly and came back to find his 

personal belongings in a pile outside the office and his files 

"missing." Mulvey is suing to recover his files, his money and for 
other damages as described in Exhibit 13. 

20. "Turnkey publicity" was another documented abuse of 
FAMCO. FAMCO was to provide a "press package" of poisonous material to 
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lawyers who agreed to participate in "turnkey" lawsuits. FAMCO 


documents (Exhibit 14) show that manipulation of the media was vital to 
the success of the litigation; "Future Adverse Publicity" was to 
coincide with the "Filing of future cases by city and state," and 
consultations were promised on "effective handling of media." 

21. Adverse publicity was a major weapon in Flynn's attack on 
the Church as graphically demonstrated by the five-page summary attached 
as Exhibit 14. The multi-pronged anti-Scientology media thrust planned 
and implemented by Flynn and FAMCO included newspapers, national 
magazines, wire services, local and national television programs — even 
provisions for "Book and Film Rights" — all aimed at "Loss of Income 
and Business" for the religion of the Church of Scientology, as stated 
on the document. 

22. In effect bragging that he had the media in his pocket, 
Flynn claimed responsibility for an incredible amount of publicity 
adverse to the Church. FAMCO documents listed fifteen separate detailed 
examples under a section entitled "National Media attention attributable 
to our office ." (Exhibit 14), (Emphasis added.) These include a highly 
defamatory segment on "60 Minutes," an article in Reader's Digest in 
which Flynn's name appeared as an advertisement for future suits, wire 
stories on both Associated Press and united Press International and a 
sensationalized article in the National Enquirer . 

23. The FAMCO documents show beyond the shadow of any doubts 
that Flynn's motives went beyond merely pressuring the Church of 
Scientology to settle his client's alleged claims against it. Thus, in 
a section captioned "Loss of Business to Scientology" in Exhibit 14, 
Flynn called for an "increased rate of defection" among existing members 
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of the Religion of Scientology, and described how he proposed to bring 
that about, including efforts to "influence" Church members "by [a] 


continual onslaught of bad publicity." it was also hoped to create a 
deterioration in the Church's image so that "new membership prospects 
are impaired." (Exhibit 14) 

24. The campaign has gotten down to specific tactical targets; 
as described in Paragraph 8 of this declaration, Michael Flynn has 
called for specific destructive actions against the rapidly growing 
Church, including loss of income and closing down five separate 

j Scientology organizations in the United States. One of these so 

j 

I targetted is the Church’s splendidly large international training center 

I 

in Clearwater, Fla. (Exhibit 14) 

25. The strategy of endeavoring to bring on prejudiced 
governmental attacks, spelled out in the "Scientology - Review and 
Planning" document (Exhibit 4), surfaced again in a FAMCO document 
describing the "March [1981] Conference." (Exhibit 15) From this 
document, Flynn’s plans to coordinate and promote government and media 
attacks are obvious. Listed unaer the heading of "Lead Counsel" are 
"representatives of internal Revenue Service and united States 
Attorney’s Office." These "Lead Counsel" are described in the 
conference notes as "attornies [sic] experienced in handling Scientology 
litigation." 

26. in an overt display suggesting utter contempt for the U.S. 
Constitution and the First Amendment, Michael and Kevin Flynn plotted 
how the power of government could be used prejudicially against the 
Church. Kevin Flynn wrote in the March Conference notes (Exhibit 15) 
that "issues [at the planned March conference] include ... integration 
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of government and private sources" for data collection and exchange. He 
proposed "development of routine litigation support and consultation 
service between private and government attornies [sic] engaged in 


Scientology litigation." In the same seminar, he included a segment on 
"integration of organizational file data" — this data to come from not 
only the IRS, but from several other u.S. governmental departments as 
well. Of note is that Michael Flynn had worked in an IRS office just a 
few short years earlier. 

27. "First Amendment" is listed as a seminar issue on the 
"March Conference" document: another issue listed in the same section 
is "state court jurisdiction over Church of Scientology of California." 
Flynn's attitude over the years has been to view the First Amendment as 
a mighty barrier to be surmounted in his campaign against the Church, so 
it is not surprising to see these seminar issues tied together. Nor is 
it surprising to see that the chief purpose of the "March Conference," 
as stated on the document, was to "establish efficient communications, 
data collection and data exchange among government and private attorneys 
presently engaged in litigation with Scientology organizations and 
investigation of Scientology activities." (Emphasis addeo.) These 
documents make clear that the Flynn brothers' FAMCO, set up as a 
profit-making corporation, was proposing and seeking direct government 
collusion to destroy the existence of a recognized religious group. 

28. The "Class Action Case Development Program," (Exhibit 5), 
enumerates the prejudicial government agencies and "numerous 

media" Flynn and FAMCO have been in contact with regarding the 
Religion of Scientology, and he boasts that in a certain IRS case 
involving the Church of Scientology "most of the individuals 
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testifying are our clients." It seems obvious that the "all out," 
the anything goes strategy as described in "Scientology - Planning 
ana Review," was put into effect, despite Flynn's vehement denials. 

29. The same sleazy document boasts that "Since the 
initiation of the [Lavenda Van Schaick] class action suit, our group 
has generated extensive media attention about Scientology including 
publication of an extremely cogent Reader's Digest article, programs 
on *60 Minutes,' 'Prime Time,' forthcoming programs on ABC, as well 
as various local television programs throughout the country and 
thousands of newspaper articles." Flynn's own words defeat him 
here, as once again it is seen that the "all out" destructive FAMCO 
strategy against the Scientology Religion was put into effect. 

30. Part of FAMCO's "all out" strategy is demonstratea by 
the effort to incite federal and state governmental attacks against 
the Churcn. Attorney Stepnen P. Delinsky, former heaa of the 
criminal division of the Massachusetts State Attorney General's 
Office, was recently guotea in the May 31, 1983 Boston Globe as 
being sharply critical of Flynn for "trying to use a possible 
prosecution of Scientologists to assist his own civil litigation." 
(Exhibit 16) Such efforts by Flynn were candidly described by 
attorney Delinsky: "I felt that was not the proper use of the 
criminal justice system, and I felt uncomfortable." Flynn has tried 
the same technique of lighting legal brush fires elsewhere. In 
Arizona, it recently came to light that Flynn had spread the rumor 
that an investigation was underway in the state, and that 
indictments would be handed down on faithful Scientologists by the 
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Attorney General's Office there. It appears that Flynn, through his 
favorite client, Ronald DeWolf, was the source of this fictional 
information, in lieu of having proper cases, and pursuing them 
according to established legal procedures, it appears that Flynn 
prefers to launch a whisper campaign that an investigation of the 
Scientology religion is occurring and that indictments will be 
handed down soon and arrests will be made. This occurred in 
Arizona, in Boston, in Florida, in Los Angeles and even in open 
court in Riverside, Calif, (see Exhibit 17). Once the poisonous 
rumor has been launched, his clients or others are induced to call a 
key government office in the area where the investigation is 
supposedly underway, and make unfounded complaints about the 
Scientology Religion. Repeated efforts to stir up investigations of 
the hugely successful Scientology Religion and to deliberately 
inflame public opinion against it have occurred in several areas. 
Such endeavors enhance Flynn's chances in whatever litigation might 
be underway by poisoning the public's understanding and opinions. 
Once the rumor of "governmental investigation" gets going, the next 
step is the tactic of telling faithful members of the Church that 
indictments will be handed down and that arrests will be made. 

31. A document prepared in early 1981 showed that Flynn's 
plans were such that he looked to get more than $200 million from 
the various suits he had filed against the Church. (Exhibit 18) 

32. Progress in his various cases did not go as Flynn 
expected. On June 2, 1981, he wrote to one of the Church's counsel. 
Jay D. Roth, and proposed to settle "all existing cases" for $1.6 
million, included in Flynn's offer was a threat, unless the Church 
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made a proposal to him "within the next 14 days," it could expect an 
"additional 8-10 cases ... commenced in Washington, New york and 
Los Angeles." (Exhibit 19) Fifteen days later, he wrote again to 
Jay Roth, this time saying that he was planning "20 additional law 
suits" and that unless a settlement were made quickly, "we will be 
left with the sole option of increasing the litigation as rapidly 
and in as great a number as possible." (Exhibit 20) Such a demand, 
coupled with consequent filings, suggested both a serious abuse of 
the judicial process and an apparent proposal to sell his clients 
down the river. Having ostensibly obtained the trust of 20 
additional "clients" and convinced them that it was in their best 
interests to file suit against the Church, he was nonetheless 
proposing to drop them cold in order to get money by settling cases 
Iready pending, in effect using the existence of these future 
ims to settle pending claims. It might be readily deduced that 
^nn's real aims were not in line with the best interests of his 
clients, whatever he might be telling them. 

33. The Church*s legal department discovered something 
that could account for Flynn’s strange behavior in working against 
his clients* best interests as well as against the Church, in 1979, 
prior to the filing of the first suit against the Church — the 
Lavenda Van Schaick single claimant "class action" suit — Flynn had 
been in touch with psychiatrist John Clark. Clark heads a 
psychiatric front group called the American Family Foundation (AFF), 
a group whose name belies the fact that it has supported violent 
depersonalizings and brainwashing techniques to destroy freedom of 
thought in order to bring about enforced religious "conversions." 
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Clark's anti-religious stance is well known, in 1981, Clark's 
attacks on new religions appeared in a Massachusetts newspaper 
article (Exhibit 21) which quoted him as saying that "Born Again 
Christians are playing with fire." More recently, in 1982, Clark 
described some activities of certain Roman Catholic orders as 
"culty." (Exhibit 22) Clark's intention to destroy religious 
freedom and create hate appears quite clear from these and other 
statements. 

34. Investigation revealed that the Clark-Flynn 
relationship began as early as mid-1979 and that the two men had met 
"many times," according to Flynn himself. (Exhibit 23) in early 
November 1979, Church attorney Ralph Sullivan reported that Michael 
Flynn had implied to him that John Clark was planning on financing 
LaVenda Van Schaick's suit in whole or in part. In the same 
conversation, Flynn told Sullivan that Van Schaick was "debriefing" 
to a psychiatrist, and he implied that Clark was the one. 

35. The covert extent of the Clark-Flynn collaboration 
was demonstrated a short while later when the Lavenda Van Schaick 
"class action" suit was filed. When Flynn filed the suit, he quoted 
Clark's "dissociation" theory virtually verbatim within the 
complaint. Curiously, while entire passages were taken from Clark's 
work, no mention was made of Clark in the pleading, possibly in an 
effort to conceal Clark's influence and his depersonalizing 
techniques. (Exhibit 24) 

36. The significance of the Clark-Flynn connection looms 
even larger when one considers that the Church of Scientology has 
for years sought to expose the evils of psychiatry — that 
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psychiatry seeks to destroy worship, to create evil, to create hate 


and to destroy religious freedom, indeed, in his 1950 epochal 
bestselling book, Dianetics: The Modern Science of Mental Health , 

L. Ron Hubbard, the founder of Scientology, specifically decries 
brutal psychiatric depersonalizing treatments ana describes a humane 
yet effective method of showing people how they can help themselves 
and others. Given the historical context of previous attacks on the 
Church, it is reasonable to suspect that the animus behind the 
Flynns' and FAMOO's attacks on the Church of Scientology is 
motivated by pro-psychiatry loyalties. 

37. The Clark-Flynn connection turns up again in the 
"depersonalizations" paid for and carried out by FAMCO. 
"Deprogramming" is the euphemistic word used to describe a forcible 
attempt to depersonalize a person and change his or her religious 
beliefs. John Clark, a vociferous advocate of depersonalizing, was 
a key factor in by FAMCO's depersonalizing efforts. He delivered 
psychiatric counselling to many of the former Scientologists 
connected with Michael Flynn, including Lavenda Van Schaick. The 
FAMCO-supported depersonalizations played an important role in the 
entire moneymaking scheme. A person would be kidnapped, held 
against his or her will, subjected to frightening threats and 
intimidation and — if the person was coerced into changing his 
beliefs — then brought in to meet Michael Flynn to discuss 
litigation. One of the persons victimized by Flynn and FAMCO in the 
depersonalizing scheme was a Scientologist named Steve Miller. As 
graphically described in his affidavit and his lawsuit against the 
Flynn brothers, FAMCO and others (Exhibit 25), Miller 
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was held against his will and harassed, badgered and threatened 
relentlessly for three days by three men in a vain attempt to get 
him to destroy the existence of his religious beliefs. The three 
depersonalizers allowed Miller no privacy, going so far as to remove 
the bathroom door from its hinges so that, in Miller’s words, there 
was "a clear and unobstructed view of all portions of the 
bathroom." (Exhibit 26) Kevin Flynn, president of FAMCO, who 
simultaneously acted as private investigator for his brother, 
candidly admitted in deposition testimony that the unsuccessful 
depersonalizing of Miller cost Miller's parents approximately 
$10,000, FAMCO's "fee" for its "services" in arranging to have Steve 
Miller "confronted" by depersonalizers, (Exhibit 27). 

38. in depersonalizing, the violent tools of psychiatry have 
been turned loose against all religions. Religious leaders of all 
faiths have decried the brainwashing, mind control attempts to 
destroy freedom to believe that has occurred during the process 
cleverly mis-named "deprogramming." Like Nazi torturers, 
depersonalizers wage a constant assault to destroy the mind of their 
victims by as many channels as possible. This ali-out assault 
includes forbidding their victims to eliminate their waste without 
permission, not addressing the victim by his or her proper name, 
stripping the victim of his or her clothing and placing the victim 
where he or she cannot clean himself or herself. This 
"re-education" process also frequently has included violence. 
Beatings and rapes are common, as indicated by articles and 
affidavits attached as Exhibit 28. Thomas Ward, for example, a Phi 
Beta Kappa graduate of Notre Dame, stated that depersonalizers 


-20- 









1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

G 

** 

/ 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

1G 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


"punched and beat me until my face was swollen and bloody." Arthur 
Roselle was jumped by a depersonalizing party of 12 men who smashed 
him to the floor, cutting and bruising his face. His hands were 
bound tightly behind his back for three days, and he was beaten in 
the face. Monte Pelto was taped to a bed so tightly that his feet 
literally turned blue. He was kept motionless on the bed for seven 
days, his captors loosening his bonds only long enough for him to 
roll over and urinate into a cup. Lark Brightman suffered a broken 
leg and a severely sprained ankle in the course of her violent 
abduction. A pregnant woman in California was assaulted, stripped 
to her underwear, thrown against walls, ano when she tried to 
escape, dragged on her back by four depersonalizing thugs — each of 
whom pulled on one of her limbs. The atrocities of depersonalizing 
have been condemned by innumerable groups such as the National 
Council of Churches and the American Civil Liberties union, and by 
such prominent individuals as Billy Graham and Archbishop Fulton J. 
Sheen, who described it as "brainwashing, often done for huge profit 
and ... sinister and violent." (Exhibit 28) 

39. The man known as "the father of deprogramming" is Ted 
Patrick, a thrice-convicted felon who views virtually every group, 
from the U.S. Marine Corps to the Roman Catholic Church, as a 
"cult." Patrick has worked closely with John Clark, the FAMCO 
psychiatrist. Patrick also personally deprogrammed Joey Flanagan, 
who subsequently took up the same venal practice for FAMCO. 

Flanagan was paid by FAMCO to perform depersonalizations, and was 
one of the three men involved in the failed depersonalizing of Steve 
Miller described in Paragraph 37. Flanagan has admitted in sworn 
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deposition that he personally brought at least five persons to 
Michael Flynn after they had been deprogrammed. (Exhibit 29) At 
least two of these were influenced to bring suit against the Church 
of Scientology after being put into a suggestible state following 
days of torturous depersonalizing not unlike the insidious, painful 
"brainwashing" techniques used on American servicemen by Chinese 
Communists during the Korean War. 

40. Considerable pressure was brought to bear by the 
FAMCO depersonalizers to get persons to renounce their religious 
beliefs. Christopher Lloyd Garrison and Ellen Lee Garrison were two 
such persons victimized by FAMCO, the Flynn brothers and Joey 
Flanagan in a deprogramming attempt. On August 9, 1980, upon 
entering the home of relatives, the Garrisons were surrounded by 10 
persons, including strong-armed goons, one of whom hovered over Mr. 
Garrison "menacingly, in a fixed karate stance." (Exhibit 30) The 
goons and depersonalizers were led by Joey Flanagan, who was working 
directly for Kevin Flynn, president of FAMCO. All were being paid 
by FAMCO. What followed for the Garrisons was a nightmare in which 
they were kidnapped, held against their will, threatened and 
terrorized continually for nearly two days. After being forcibly 
imprisoned by Flanagan and his henchmen, they were taken away in the 
back of a truck against their will to a remote cottage where they 
were held under close guard. Throughout this time, their beliefs 
were ridiculed, the founder of their religion vilified. The 
deprogramming was unsuccessful, yet both Flanagan and Kevin Flynn 
continued to abuse the Garrisons over the next month. According to 
the suit the Garrisons filed against Kevin Flynn, Joey Flanagan ana 
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others, Kevin Flynn repeatedly threatened that they would be 
arrested "unless they agreed to join as plaintiffs" in Michael 
Flynn's class action suit against the Church. (Exhibit 30) 

41. The magnitude of the FAMCO effort to procure persons 
that would sue the Religion of the Church of Scientology is also 
shown in the April 13, 1982 deposition of Kevin Flynn, wherein he 
admits that each week he talKea with "as many as five or ten parents 

I 

| or spouses or whatever" who had relatives in the Church. The 
obvious object of such conversations was to sell the relatives on 
the idea that something should be done about getting their relative 

I 

• to leave the Church, at which point Michael Flynn would potentially 

i have another depersonalized client. (Exhibit 31) 

42. Attempts to unravel the bizarre FAMCO scene have been 

I 

~et with a barrage of lies and obfuscation on the part of Michael 
nn. Faced with a mountain of evidence on the subject of FAMCO's 
oper and disgraceful activities, Flynn has sought to crawl away 
from any connection with FAMCO, stating in the June 1, 1983 Boston 
Globe , for example, that he "rejected" the FAMCO scheme because to 
have done otherwise would have given "the appearance of 
impropriety." (Exhibit 32) It is understandable that Flynn was so 
concerned with the appearance of FAMCO. The reality of the matter 
of course is that FAMCO was implemented, as additionally evidenced 
by sworn testimony of Kevin Flynn, (Exhibit 33). Kevin Flynn 
admitted that FAMCO paid depersonalizers for "the services provided 
to Mr. Miller" from its own bank account. Joey Flanagan admitted 
that he was paid by FAMCO's check for "the Steve Miller 
deprogramming" and for other depersonalizations; Kevin Flynn 
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"handlfed] the money," (Exhibit 34). In fact, Kevin Flynn admitted 
(Exhibit 35) that others besides Flanagan were paid by FAMCO for the 
depersonalizations. Just as Michael Flynn cannot change the fact 
that the FAMCO "all out" effort to destroy the future of religion 
was implemented, he cannot hide the FAMCO checks written for 
depersonalizations. 

43. The Boston Globe article cited m Paragraph 42 also 
mentions Flynn’s claims that he "rejected" the FAMCO idea in June 
1981. This is another Flynn misstatement, as demonstrated by 
Exhibit 36, Kevin Flynn's admission that at the time of his sworn 
deposition on April 13, 1982 — 10 months after Michael Flynn 
asserted the idea had been rejected — FAMCO was still in 
existence. By June 1981, moreover, FAMCO 1 s dirty hand had been hard 
at work for more than a year, engaging in depersonalizations and 
other goals to destroy. 

44. Michael Flynn's misrepresentations to the media and 
to the courts have served to distract attention from his own and 
FAMCO's misdeeds. Recently, for example, in seeking to portray 
himself as being "harassed" by the Church, he claimed that 12 
lawsuits have been filed against him by the Church (Exhibit 37) and 
stated that he has succeeded in getting nine of these dismissed. He 
does not enumerate any of the 12, and not surprisingly, considering 
that only seven have been filed by the Church, and that five of the 
seven are still pending: two for libel, one for theft, one for 
conspiracy to violate civil rights and one for abuse of judicial 
process. Flynn misrepresents the number of suits in order to cover 
up the fact that it is he who is abusing the judicial process, as 
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evidenced by the "all out" FAMCO strategy aimed at destroying the 
courts' time with 1,000 frivolous and malicious lawsuits. (Exhibit 
38) 

45. The first libel suit against Flynn was filed in U.S. 
j District Court in Los Angeles, Calif, on Aug. 4, 1983. It charged 

I 

i that he had "intentionally and recklessly" poisoned the good name of 
the Church by telling a group of persons that the Church had 
attempted to tamper with his airplane before an October, 1979 flight 
to South Bend, Ind. Flynn never mentioned the incident until nearly 
three years after it supposedly occurred. No report of the incident 
was ever filed with the proper authorities. This failure to report 
such an incident is a curious anomaly when one considers how 
litigation-prone Flynn appears to be and how this imaginary 
incident, if it were real, would have lent itself to a large 
personal injury claim. Flynn made the statement and "knew it to be 
false," the complaint states, and the Church is seeking $2 million 
in damages. (Exhibit 39) 

46. On Aug. 15, 1983, the Church filed a second libel suit 
against Flynn in u.S. District Court in Boston. The suit charged 
that Flynn knew he was making a false statement when he told a 
newspaper reporter from the Clearwater Times that the Church of 
Scientology had "infiltrated the offices of the Volusia County, 
Florida court system, interfered with the United States mail and 
intercepted ana stole checks he had mailed to the Court in 
Volusia." (Exhibit 40) These outrageous statements by Flynn were 
not substantiated with a scintilla of evidence or documentation. 
Flynn apparently filed no complaint with the U.S. Postal Service or 
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with any law enforcement agency concerning the alleged infiltration 
or missing checks — a marked inconsistency for a man engaged in 
such massive litigation against the Church and its work. 

Scientology tries to create good and has no interest in destroying 
others. 

47. Flynn had originally written a check to the Volusia 
County court system following his being slapped with criminal 
contempt by Judge J. Robert Durden. This check was reported as 
being "dishonored," i.e., bounced, in the Nov. 20, 1982 Clearwater 
Times . (Exhibit 41) In the Times article, Flynn went to great 
lengths to try to distract attention from his bounced check — 
seeking to instead turn the public eye on the religion of 
Scientology. Yet Flynn's financial history reveals that this 
bounced check was not an isolated episode. In 1976, as the attached 
affidavit (Exhibit 42) shows, Flynn wrote a bad check for $6,500 
from his personal account, even though he knew he did not have 
enough funds in the account to cover the check. 

48. The Volusia County episode exemplifies the tactic of 
"misdirection" frequently used by Flynn in order to evade questions 
regarding his personal and professional conduct, other questionable 
tactics — adopted by Flynn both inside and outside the courtroom — 
are described in detail by attorneys that have had to deal with 
those tactics. 

49. Attorney Roger Geller noted in an affidavit how, as 
Flynn's cases have lost ground, Flynn's behavior in the courtroom 
has become increasingly rude and desperate. Instead of relying on 
the forces of reasoned arguments and legal precedent, Flynn has 
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followed this procedures 


"insult defendants, verbally attack their 


attorneys, and engage in haranguing diatribes against the 
defendants* religious beliefs and practices ..." (Exhibit 43) 

50. Attorney Sanford M. Katz has likewise noted that 
Flynn's tactics have become geared towards destroying time in the 
justice system as he sees that legal motions have increasingly been 
in the favor of the Church. The Katz affidavit (Exhibit 44) states 
that Flynn's "evasive and dilatory tactics have succeeded thus far 
in bringing the action at bar to a complete halt." 

51. Flynn's conduct during depositions taken in the 
Lavenda Van Schaick case finally became so outrageously insulting 
and objectionable (destroying the time of all concerned) that the 
U.S District Court in Boston granted a Church motion to appoint a 
Master — an officer of the court specifically authorized to take 
testimony or to perform other functions — for all depositions ana 
discovery in that case. As the document submitted in support of the 
Church's motion (Exhibit 45) noted: "all of the depositions taken 
... in this case to date in which attorney Michael J. Flynn has 
participated have been characterized by improper and obstructive 
tactics by said attorney." Deposition transcripts were "rife with 
instances of Mr. Flynn's answering questions for the witness, 
coaching the witness, rephrasing defendant's questions to his 
liking, and insulting both the defendant ana its counsel." Similar 
obstructive and unprofessional behavior on the part of Michael Flynn 
in at least three other cases made it necessary to seek the 
appointment of Masters to supervise depositions in those cases as 
well. (Exhibit 46) Flynn's conduct in depositions has time and 
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time again been rude, obstructive and harassing. Apparently, there 
is no limit to the destructive conduct of Flynn when depositions are 
being taken, even though this is a legal arena normally governed by 
certain closely prescribed rules of behavior. During the July 21, 
1980 deposition of Tonya Burden, for example, Flynn interrupted the 
deposition to leap across the table in front of Tonya and rip from 
her hands the diagram she had just drawn of the crucial area in 
which she claimed she had "crawled" and "hid" before leaving the 
main building of the Church of Scientology's International Retreat 
Center in Clearwater, Fla. Flynn crumpled up the diagram, shoved it 
into his pocket and refused to allow it into the record. This was 
an important piece of evidence on a matter in which her testimony 
had been directly contradicted and refuted by her own uncle, as 
described further in Paragraph 57. Given this repeated conduct, one 
could conclude that it is Flynn who has structured his clients' 
stories and will go to virtually any length to prevent the true 
facts from emerging, even from the mouths of his own clients. 

52. Flynn's questionable behavior has been recognized by 
the courts. One criminal contempt finding against Flynn was 
mentioned in Paragraph 47 of this declaration. Another contempt 
finding came recently in the Riverside, California probate case, 
where Flynn was fined by Superior Court Judge J. David Hennigan for 
releasing documents the court had sealed. That contempt ruling was 
upheld, despite Flynn's request for reconsideration, on August 19, 
1983 and on that same date, Flynn's client, Ronald DeWolf, was found 
liable to pay court costs in the probate case. Flynn had prepared 
the original pleading in that case, and naturally pushed it for 
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maximum media attention by including an incredible volume of false, 
scurrilous allegations regarding the founder of Scientology, L. Ron 
Hubbard, and the Church itself. The invective and poison contained 
in Flynn's legal papers were spewn out to the news media primarily 
via DeWolf. The allegations included the vicious lie that L. Ron 
Hubbard was either dead or mentally incompetent. This lie was 
exposed when the case was thrown out of court in June (Exhibit 47) 
and L. Ron Hubbard found to be alive and entitled to his privacy. 
After Flynn and DeWolf lost the case, their ulterior motives for 

I filing the case were revealed: they wanted to attack L. Ron Hubbard 

i 

I personally and subject him to further litigation. Such an abuse of 
the judicial process had apparently been organized into two phases 
or steps long before the original motion came close to a decision, 
“hus, DeWolf stated in a radio interview on July 14, 1983: "that 
ticular decision really opened up a terrible Pandora's box for 
[L. Ron Hubbard] in that it now, in the legal sense, makes him 
quite reachable ...Step One was to achieve a decision of whether he 
was missing or not and then now we're involved in preparing Step Two 
which is further litigation." (Exhibit 48) This transparent plan 
was recognized by the Court when it disqualified Flynn from acting 
as counsel. The Court found that Flynn purported to be representing 
Mr. Hubbard’s interest in the probate case in order to "protect his 
estate,” yet at the same time was suing Mr. Hubbard in various 
courts across the land — an obvious conflict of interest. (Exhibit 
49) Michael Flynn has already embarked upon Step Two; his most 
recent spurious suit is described in Paragraph 60. 

53. DeWolf, L. Ron Hubbard's long estranged, disinherited 
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eldest son, had signed his name last November to a declaration 
written by Flynn containing gross, absurd lies in an attempt to 
destroy people and life, Scientology ana Mr. Hubbard. This 
declaration ostensibly formed the basis of the probate action 
seeking control of Mr. Hubbard's assets, while Flynn was able to 
attract some media attention to the sensational misstatements which 
were woven into the pleading ana the declaration, the light of the 
legal process disclosed the truth and the case fell to pieces. 

54. The departure from the facts exhibited in Michael 
Flynn's probate motion is shown by the document attached as Exhibit 
50 where DeWolf frankly admitted that he had no direct knowledge 
regarding Scientology or his father since 1959, and that anything 
after 1959 DeWolf learned through Michael Flynn. Yet the 
declaration — prepared and written by his lawyers — failed to 
disclose this crucial fact and left readers with the false 
impression that it was based on firsthand knowledge and observation. 

55. By about mid-1982 the Church had turnea around a great 
deal of the litigation that Flynn had brought and it was beginning 
to win on the legal front. It was around this time that Flynn drew 
up his plans for the probate motion discussed above. Around this 
time also, a personal check of l. Ron Hubbard's drawn on a cash 
reserve management account handled by the Bank of New England in 
Boston was stolen and a duplicate was made by an offset 
photolithography technique. The amount of the check and the check 
number were changed, and the signature was traced in ink. An 
individual presented the counterfeit check for deposit at a New York 
City bank. The individual tried to open an account with the check, 
but was refused because he didn't have proper identification. He 
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strangely left the bank and never returned. The bank in New York City 
reported the incident to the Bank of New England. After L. Ron Hubbard's 
personal business managers stopped payment on the check, the Bank of New 
England immediately started an internal investigation to find out how its 
security could have broken down. Investigators from Security Management 
Services, Inc* of Boston found the bank's security to be outrageously 
weak and reported this to the vice president in charge of the cash 
reserves management section of the bank. The next day, the investigators 
were fired. Flynn learned of the events regarding the check and, after 
omitting vital information and adding sensationalized items with no basis 
in fact, he wove the tale of the "forged check" into the probate petition 
and declaration for Ronald DeWolf, as described above in Paragraphs 53 
and 54. Among the wildly poisonous claims was the assertion, since 
proven false, that L. Ron Hubbard's own close associates and the Church 
of Scientology were responsible for the forgery. Because there had 
actually been an incident involving a forged check for a large amount of 
money, the false ana distorted statements contained in DeWolf's 
declaration took some time to be exposed, keeping the petition in court 
for so long. As with other flamboyant Flynn allegations and accusations, 
this wild charge was geared to attract publicity and served to give the 
probate filing national media attention. Subsequent inquiry revealed 
that the initial investigator on the forged check case was a neighbor of 
Michael Flynn and had dealt with Flynn previously on a disrelatea 
matter. The investigator, Joseph Snyder of Security Managment Services, 
Inc., was misdirected on his investigation by Flynn, whose 
"speculations": and suggestions to Snyder on the matter were designed to 
support Flynn's "theory" as described above. Such speculation ended up 
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being transmitted to the Bank of New England as factual information. 
Further investigation also revealed that Security Management Services, 
Inc. had an informant in the bank who sometimes worked in the cash 
reserves management section and who had access to cancelled checks, 
including those of L. Ron Hubbard, during the time that the check in 
question would have been lifted out of the cash reserves management 
section for counterfeiting. Careful investigation furthermore turned up 
someone who had worked in the bank at the time of the forgery who swore 
that he had seen Kevin Flynn, president of FAMCO, in the cash reserves 
management section earlier. Kevin Flynn, for his part, left town and in 
fact left Massachusetts about the time the investigators came to question 
him on the episode. Thomas Hoffman, one of Michael Flynn's associates in 
anti-Scientology litigation, "warned" the investigators that they should 
stay away from Kevin Flynn, stating that Kevin wanted nothing to do with 
Scientology anymore. Thus, Kevin Flynn has so far been able to avoid 
being questioned in the matter. The entire matter of the forged check 
suggests that efforts to manufacture allegations against the Church and 
L. Ron Hubbard know no ethical bounds. 

56. Michael Flynn's misrepresentations occur so frequently that 
it is difficult to keep tabs on them. For example, although it is 
welldocumented that Flynn has yet to win so much as a penny from the 
Church, and he himself has admitted that his cases against the Church 
have been "an unending continuous loss" (Exhibit 51), he frequently will 
present information to the media or to others claiming that he has won a 
motion or that his cases are doing well. An example, curiously, is from 
the very same speech where he claimed that his record had been "an 
unending continuous loss" against Scientology. Later in that same speech 
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he claimed "Every major motion we have won ... no suit has been 
dismissed." Exhibit 52 contains a sampling of the many motions Flynn has 
lost, once again demonstrating his inability to face and handle reality. 

57. The factual shadings which have come to 

characterize Flynn's work both in and out of the courtroom are also 
characteristic of statements from his clients. For example, Tonja 
Burden, a Flynn client, described in a detailed affidavit how she 
had "escaped” from the Church of Scientology in Clearwater, Fla. by 
crawling through an air conditioning duct. (Exhibit 53) The truth 
of the circumstances of Burden's departure was dramatically 
different: she was free to go, and simply walked away when she 

wanted to. The truth was detailed in a sworn deposition by her 
uncle, Donald G. Burden, who met her at the Fort Harrison Hotel, 

(the Church-owned building from which Tonja supposedly escaped), 
waited for her in the lobby, and walked out with her, later 
returning together to pick up her personal items. (Exhibit 54) 

58. Tonja Burden's unreliability as a witness can be seen 
in her original affidavit and subsequent depositions, which are 
riddled with inconsistencies. Not surprisingly, her affidavit, like 
that of Ronald DeWolf, was not written by herself, in a deposition 
on April 22, 1982, Tonja stated that "I don't write any of thisstuff 
up. My attorneys do that because I'm not — what's the word? 

Literate enough to do it." (Exhibit 55) The author of the such 
documents, Michael Flynn, has apparently forgotten that the 
substance of those complaints should conform to reality; But it 
should be remembered that FAMCO's "turnkey" lawsuits (see Paragraph 
18) were ostensibly set up so that "everything required for an 
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instantaneous trial" was provided by FAMCO. This included 
"pre-packaged" claims for damages which — as can be seen in case 
after case — dia not hold up once the Flynn FAMCO client was 
questioned at a deposition. Richard Peterson, for example, had 
alleged fraudulent misrepresentations in his original complaint, 
prepared by Michael Flynn. However, in deposition, he directly 
contradicted what had been charged in the complaint, stating that he 
felt the Scientologists he had dealt with had been very sincere. He 
described the people on the staff at the Church of Scientology as 
"honest, ethical people. They think they are doing the right 
thing. Most of them are the most wonderful people I have met. They 
are very nice, polite. They don't commit crimes. They don't harm 
you. It is a very ethical group." (Exhibit 56) In fact, all the 
other plaintiffs in that "turnkey" lawsuit — Jane Lee Peterson, 
Carol Garrity, Paul Garrity, Thomas Jefferson and Dana Lockwood — 
making the identical charge, nonetheless admitted to believing that 
the representations made to them had been sincere, leaving one with 
the firm opinion that Michael Flynn weaves his complaints from whole 
cloth. 

59. One of Flynn's favorite venomous charges against the 
Church is that the Church allegedly has as a matter of policy 
violated the priest-penitent privilege by disseminating information 
obtained from parishioners in the confessional process. However, 
just as Flynn accuses the Church of numerous wrongful activities 
which he commits himself, the alleged violation of privileged 
communications is yet another routine procedure of Flynn's. Thus, 
as recently as June 25, 1983, Flynn addressed a gathering of persons 
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and brazenly sought to create negativeness and hostility towards the 
Church. During this speech, Flynn freely discussed the personal 
lives of several of his clients and in the process revealed intimate 
details regarding their personal and sexual lives. Ironically, 
three of these people — Lavenda Van Schaick, Janet Troy and 
Marjorie Hansen — were the very persons he was claiming to be 
representing to protect them from these very disclosures. Such 
conduct is worse than hypocritical — it causes pain for his 
clients. The group’he was addressing was not in any way connected 
to or involved with litigation regarding these clients, revealing 
this information to them was a glaring violation of the 
confidentiality such clients should have enjoyed. Once again it 
appeared that his clients' best interests took a back seat to 
^lynn's frenzied efforts to generate adverse public attitudes 

ards the Religion of Scientology by any means at hand. Although 
Church retains a copy of a transcript of this event, in the 
interest of protecting the privacy of Flynn's clients which he so 
cavalierly ignores and preventing them further pain, I will refrain 
from re-issuing it as an exhibit to this declaration. 

60. It was not enough for Michael Flynn to launch his "all 
out" assault against the Church using former Scientologists as 
pawns. On September 7, 1983, he went into direct competition 
withhis clients, suing on his own behalf using old familiar charges 
from FAMCO suits. This latest frivolous and malicious lawsuit 
directly parrots suits he filed earlier on behalf of his clients and 
appears to be motivated by pure greed. Until Flynn's meritless suit 
is thrown out by the Court, the Flynn and FAMCO "all out" strategy 


- 35 - 










1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

T“ 

/ 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


of attempting to destroy the future of religion for people t>y any 
and all means is still fully operational. Michael Flynn is 
currently pushing this new case for his own personal gain, and 
drumming up media publicity for his wild claims. This suit names 
only the founder of Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard, whom Flynn knows 

| A) has nothing to do with the charges being made and B) is not 

I 

j likely to respond to the outrageous allegations, it is likely that 

i 

J Flynn has named only Mr. Hubbard in hopes of obtaining a quick 

J default judgment rather than be exposed as unable to prove his 

i 

! imaginative allegations. In papers filed in this suit Flynn already 

| 

has conceded his purpose in the California probate petition to 
locate Mr. Hubbard so that he could serve him with a subpoena, 
(Exhibit 57). Again Flynn's collateral purposes for initiating 
litigation are revealed in his own documents. 

61. The cumulative effects of Flynn's attacks on the 
Religion of the Church of Scientology as well as his activities in 

! handling of his own clients have rebounded to his detriment, as 

I 

witnessed by the contempt rulings in Florida and California (Exhibit 
58), and by the judgment against his principal client, Ronald 
DeWolf, in Riverside, ordering him to pay court costs in that 
much-publicized probate case. 

62. Michael Flynn's efforts to marshall forces to destroy 
the existence of a religion are unique not simply because he 
attacked the Church for money, but because his fundamental goal was 
to go beyond moneymaking and seek to drive a religious group out of 
existence. Nearly four years of costly and abusive attacks based on 
Flynn's scurrilous, venomous and underhanded efforts to prejudice 
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public opinion and get media and governmental organizations working 


against the Church have not daunted the Church's determination to 
create a brighter future and to continue helping people around the 
world. The Church at this writing is doing so. (See Exhibit 59) 
While it is beyond the scope of this declaration to chronicle the 
grievous damage caused by Michael Flynn's and FAMCO's poisonous 
activities, destruction of Belief and vituperations, it is sadly 
true that the distractions and commotion they have created have 
interfered with the Church's efforts to create good conditions of 
benefit to all people by devoting all its energies to that 
objective. Our religion remains dedicated, however, to that end. 

1 declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true 
and correct. 

Executed at Los Angeles, California this _ day 

of _, 1983. 


Heber Jentzsch 
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MICHAEL. JOSEPH CONNOLLY 
Secretary of the Commonwealth 
STATE HOUSE 
BOSTON. MASS. 02133 



ARTICLES OF ORGANIZATION 

(Under C.L. Ch. 156B) 

Incorporator. 

POST OFFICE ADDRESS 


~r 


toL 


Include given name in full in case of natural persons; in case of a corporation, 
give state of incorporation. 


Kevin Mark Flynn 
Cheryl Flynn 
Michael J. Flynn 


12 Union Wharf 
12 Union Wharf 
12 Union Wharf 


Boston^ Massachusetts 
Boston/ Massachusetts 
Boston# Massachusetts 



The above-named incorporates) do hereby associate (themselves) with the intention of forming • 
corporation under the provisions of General Laws, Chapter 15CB and hereby *tate(s): 

| 1. The name by which the corporation shall be known tot 

Flynn Associates Management Corporation 




2. The purposes for which the corporation b formed are as follow*: 

1. To carry on and entertain any business, undertaking, 

transaction, or operation commonly carried on or undertaken by 
capitalists, financiers, contractors, merchants, commission 

men, and agem.», «... the course of such business to draw, aocept, 
indorse, acquire, and sdl all or any negotiable or transferable inst: 
ments and securities, including debentures, bonds, notes' and bills of 
exchange. - • •* 

* 

2. To issue on commission, subscribe for, acquire, hold, sell 
exchange, and deal in shares, stocks, bonds, obligations, or securiti 
of any public or private corporation, government, or municipality, 
and to hold, purchase or otherwise dispose of shares of the capital 
stock, bonds, debentures, or other evidences of indebtedness created 1 
by any other corporation or corporations, and while the owner thereof 
to exercise all the rights and privileges of ownership, including the 
right to vote thereon. 


(continued on page 2A) 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 


DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


LA VENDA VAN SCHAICK, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, INC., ET AL., 

. Defendants 


copy 


) CIVIL ACTION 

) NO. 7$-39*d-G 

) *■/<»/ 

) 

) 

) 


• MEMO RANDU M AND DRAFT CONDITIONAL ORDER 

March 30, 1982 

GARRITY, J. 

At the outset of the hearing yesterday on motions re¬ 
lating to possession and use of documents allegedly taken by 
the defendant from the trash and office of plaintiff's attorneys, 
defense counsel made an offer which essentially mooted the 
issues scheduled for consideration. The defendant's offer 
was occasioned by the court's memorandum of decision and 
orders filed in this case on March 26, 1982, which dismissed 
the class action portions of plaintiff's amended complaint. 

In the light of this dismissal, the defendant offered to 
return to plaintiff's rrunsel all documents and copies of 
documents in their possession, and agreed to file a letter 
of representation or similar submission assuring that they 
would not use any of the documents recovered from dumpsters 
used by plaintiff's counsel, or allegedly stolen from the 
firm's office, in connection with this litigation? and that 
such filing would further assure that defendant would not 
use any of these documents to harass the plaintiff, plain¬ 
tiff's attorney or any of plaintiff's witnesses or potential 
♦ • 

witnesses In this litigation. Counsel's explanation of 
defendant'8 offer i6 that these documents relate only to 
issues in plaintiff's class action claims and that, those 
claims having been eliminated from the case, defendant no 

















longer has any use for the documents In the possession of 
its counsel of record in this case* Copies of these materials 
had already been furnished to plaintiff’6 counsel in accor¬ 


dance with this court'6 order of September 14, 1981. 

The defendant Church of Scientology of California, or 
its California attorney, possesses in California either the 
originals or other copies of the documents in the possession 
of defendant’s counsel of record in these proceedings, and ' 
approximately 7200 more papers taken from the trash or 

ft 

office of plaintiff's counsel. On September 14, 1981, the 
court entered a protective order forbidding the defendant 
Church of Scientology of California from transferring, 
disseminating or destroying any of these materials. The 
defendant’s request for modification, filed February 19, 

1982, sought a modification of the September 14 order to 
permit the use of these documents In depositions and court 
filings in four civil actions pending in the United States 
District Court for the Central District of California. 

As explained at some length on the record of yesterday's 
hearing, this court will not undertake to establish or 
regulate all aspects o£ the _ ‘:ive parties’ rights and 
liabilities regarding these materials. Issues Involving the 
possession and use of these materials are no longer directly 
relevant to the instant proceedings and involve questions 
which are more properly litigated and decided in an in¬ 
dependent proceeding or in other cases to the extent pertinent. 

On the other hand, plaintiff’s counsel should have an opportunity, 
before the court vacates its order dated September 14, 1981, 
to seek a similar order in connection with other litigation 

o 

or to take other steps toward establishing their rights in 













♦ 

these papers. Accordingly, our contemplated order, of 
which a draft is attached, would vacate the protective order 
dated September 14, 1981 only conditionally, i.e., effective 
10 days after the surrender of the documents in the possession 
of defendants counsel of record and the filing of the written 
representations stated orally by defense counsel at yesterday 1 s 
hearing. 

In a related matter the court yesterday treated plaintiff's 
request for production of documents located in California, 
filed September 25, 1981, as a motion to compel the production 
of such documents and ordered that copies be furnished to 
the plaintiff within 30 days, the cost of copying to be the 
subject of a further order of the court. 

In order to enable counsel to make suggestions as to 
form, the court is issuing the attached draft order. The 
parties may, before April 2, 1982 at 10:00 a.m, file sug¬ 
gestions for modifications or direct the court'a attention 
to any variances between the court's oral rulings at yesterday's 
hearing and the terms herein provided. Finally, this condi¬ 
tional order is without prejudi aims and rights 

of any of the parties in any other proceedings. 

graft Con di ti onal Order 

After hearing and after further consideration of plain¬ 
tiff's motion filed September 4, 1981, and defendants' 
request filed February 19, 1982, of memoranda of law filed 
by the parties, and oral arguments and representations made 
at a hearing on March 29, 1982, it is ordered that the 
court's protective order dated September 14, 1981 be vacated 
effective 10 days after Cl) delivery to plaintiff's counsel 
of all documents, materials and copies thereof taken -from 
the trash or office, of plaintiff's counsel which are now in 
the possession of counsel of record for the defendant, and 
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' '^8g£T 3 S** >*rrj«?v- * " ' • 


(2) filing t in these proceedings written representations 

• • • 

signed by defendant's counsel of record that (a) ©aid delivery 

% 

encompasses all such materials in the possession of defendant's 

« 

✓ 1 * * • ’ 

counsel of record in this case, (b) the defendant Church of 

Scientology of California will comply with the provisions of 

the court's order dated September 14, 1981 until the order 
« 

is effectively vacated, and (c) the defendant will make no 
use of such documents in these proceedings whether as evidence 
or to harass plaintiff, plaintiff's counsel, plaintiff's 
witnesses or potential witnesses. 

It is further ordered that the defendant Church of 
Scientology of California shall produce within 30 days 
copies of all papers and materials taken from trash originating 
in the office of plaintiff's counsel or allegedly taken from 
©aid attorney's office, estimated to total 7200 in number; 
subject, to a further order of the court regarding allocation 
of the expense of making and delivering photocopies to 
plaintiff's counsel* 
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SUFFOLK, SS. 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
'/ 4. jr SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 

-rVf ' 1 *,/ ********* ;;y* no «uhj<ior Cpuirt/iocrQ 

r 1 «yn*w: 


MICHAEL J. FLYNN, ' r SstS\ n p~7 

PlaA ^ ^4a?aatai iy^i^nIivtvL»cSQ n 


VC. 


ggv«l » vy«.- fi 
Ity 42fl flSC^ ■' - ,J 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF . •.^ 
CALIFORNIA, INC., .rVy^.v' 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
BOSTON, INC., 

KEVIN TIGHE, ROBERT JOHNSON, 
and DAVID ADEN, 

Defendants 


INJUNCTIVE' 



• >U. "ris;. .1-1,1 

Cf. »*.: . r;*' 


to 3 


INTRODUCTION •' -- "V.V , : 

This suit arises out of the unlawful taking of documents 
taken directly from the inside of the offices of the plaintiff 
and documents takon from a "dumpster" on tho premisos or adjacont tjo 
plaintiff's offices. The documents at issue were taken from 
plaintiff without authority by sevoral of the defendants acting\ 
in concert and have not been returned. 

PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff, Michael J. Flynn, is a member of 4 -’*e Massachu¬ 
setts Bar with offices at 12 Union Whari, • oc on, 
Massachusetts. 

2. Defendant Church of Scientology of Boston, Inc. ("CSB") 
is a corporation organized and existing under the laws of 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts with a principal place 
of business at 448 Beacon St., Boston, Massachusetts. 


I 
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V 


COMMONWEALTH OP MASSACHUSETTS 
APPEALS COURT 

AC 82-0139-CV 

MICHAEL J. FLYNN 

V8. 


•r • 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, INC., FT AL. 



i 

£ 


ORDER 

This matter came on for hearing on tho Petition 
of the plaintiff for Interlocutory review filed by 
the defendant on April 15, 1982, and was argued by 

counsel, whereupon upon consideration thereupon and of 

• • 

the memoranda submitted by the parties, it is ordered 
that the petition be and the same is hereby denied. 


By the Court (Rose, J.), 


Assistant Clerk * 
Enteredi April 16, 1982. 
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Scientology - Review and Planning 


^M/0 8 ) 


Review 


The Scientology cases over the past year has consumed a significant amount of 
our time* A roughjestimate surely places it above 75$ for Kevin,Kike, Tom and Tom* 
Review at this time isnecessary to determine Just what path the Scientology cases 
should taVe. lie have a varierty of alternatives to consider* To date our efforts • 
reflect a oassive investigation of Scientology, that is getting our name out : 
(Class Action-Media) and letting information flow back (so far productive and 
cost efficient), followed by the filing of a few selected cases* (In hindsight we 
now have many indivdual cases as good or better than those chosen)# 


H 


Although it*s prenature to say we have reached the crossroad or critical decisions 
time of any Scientology case a clear outline of what we want to achieve with 
Scientology is both prudent and necessary* In this fashion we can proceed one 
way or the other and streamline our own time rather than follow the haphazard 
routine of reacting to situations as they arise, such as keeping our few cases current 
and plodding along toward their trials* 


Planning 

The planning stage can be described in outline form that covers three principal 
areas: First, Phase Down-Keep our cases current-try to settle get out, Second, 
.continue keep these cases add one or two good ones listen to settlement keep 
work time minimal, thirdly all out-primary purpose settlement* 


A* Phase Dbvn 

Advantages _ Disadvantages 

Future Cost $ loss to Date 

lime Spent Time Investment 

Sid Hastles Future Revenue 

2) Sop^rtJell^to far (crossed outs A Phase of Scientology) 

3) Attempt Settlement 

A) Inform all Ex Sen of plan after settlement 

5) .. 


3* Continue Small Growth 


1) React 

2) Add 1 Or 2 good cases 

2 ) trim costs and time 
) Listen to settlement 

5) • ' 


C. All. Out 

I An ell out effort would en^ftyll a great amount of our time* Its primary purpose 
is to postion ourselves such that to- fight us would be cost ineffective coupled 
[with potential of* 






















f c) adverse public 
d) Fed 4 State Attack! 


To Institute this plan 

_ - m , • 

Cost $ 1) Prepare demand letters from list to Sen. Orgs c.e. ed €o‘central org 

Time ... 

2) Arrange co-counsel try to organize demand letters vith follow up of 
$ complaints In few cities for cost effectiveness 

$ 3) Hire on limited basis If necessary para legal or fresh grad students cheap 

• h) More "open" conversation such as Tom H. with Benjoya 

'3) Continue feeding media In all pertinent cities 



-c* 


Possibilities 

1) Informer - Dana Plan 

2 ) . 





J. I | 

* -A: > 

ir- 


i Kote: Preparation time table necessary from everyone 

* 

•: • 
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a) Television appearances on newspaper s and talk shows • 

. (i.e. Boston news, programs and morning talk show, Good Day) 

b> newspaper cogent ary - local journalist have keyed upon criminal 
•• and tortious practices of Scientology members * (i.e, Boston 
. Clobe, Boston Herald, Heal Paper, kave published articles 

critical ©f Scientology practices as alleged in local corsplaljtst 
Clearwater Sun, St, Petersburg Times, etc, kave likewise exposed 
Scientology practices in outlined in local suits,) 


2, National Media attention attirbutable to our office: 


* 


I a) DPI and AP wire services kave written and transcribed numerous 
/ stories for tkeir stories for tkier clients. Burden complaint, 
and accusations rei 1, Bon Hubbard; Dr, L&werence Stlfler and 
physical attack by Scientologist} LaVenda Van Schiack class 
action. 


t 


b) 60 i-Tinutes - ©ur own office assisted Allan Maraynes in 
production of Scientology documentation by providing 
witnesses and documents, 

i c) Tine Manaalne • our office provided extensive witnesses 
and documents to Evan Thomas, 


d) Prime Time - ©ur office assisted Stephanie Meagher with 
documents and witnesses in preparation of documentary or 
Scientology, 


f e) P.eader , s Digest - * Scientology: Anatomy of a Frightening Cult," 
assisted Gene Methvln with documents and witnosses, 

f) St, T ou ts Olsoetfeh : as siting Bill JYeivogel with fits 
supporting documents end witness oorroboration, 

• 

g) les Vwpas B ov l ev Journal - assisting She man Frederick with 
facts, supporting documents and witness corroboration, 

I h) A SC San TVanslco - Ve have assisted Tin Finely with facts 
supporting documents, and witness cooroboration, 

i) Clearwater Sun - we have perioSocally assisted Richard Leity 
with a series of articles regarding Scientology, 

j) fetional fhoulrer - assisted K.E. reporter with background 
• information for article about Fresely estate, 

~k) Snat>t>ine • Conway A Seigelman consulted extensively with us 

- vhile writing their book, Ve provided them with particular 
documents, •* 































j l) Riverside Free P ress - ve Assisted Dick Lyneis with documents, 

I witness, affidavits, and other background Information regarding 
I Scientology and the Gilman Hot Sprint* Operation* «-• *••:* 

• • 

«) Ios fancies T i nes - veprovldei L.A. Tines reporters with clients 
affidavits vb&leihey were preparing * series of articles on 
Scientology* '• • 

— -- 

n) Th e American Lavyer - did a report on Michael Flynn and the class 
action in Federal Court in 3oston* .. 

o) Boston Globe - ve assisted Paul langer >dth witnesses, documents, 
and affidavits* • 


21* Future Adverse Publicity 

A. Filing of future cases by city and stats 
1* "Turnkey” publicity , 

* a) press package including 

- prime documents 

- witness statements 

- previous news articles 

- previous media attention 

I b) consultation with associate counsel ret effective 
( handling of media and rc Scientology tactics in 
. harassment and intimidation of nedia* 

B* Trial of future easts 


1 I) blic dissection of internal Scientology operation 
2} t ..>dia coverage of trial testimony and evideneat 
•sales techniqw 

-missue of auditing information * 

-criminal activities 
-Guardians* activities 

! -financial policies, banking and transfer of funds' 

. . -disconnect and fair-gams 
-false scientific olaias 

-sexual misconduct * 

-H«P*F* and imprisonment 
) -military structure and discipline 
-"sec checking" - H-meter at s lis detector 
| -0T 3 materials 

. • j -L.EON Hubbard personal history 
«. '-debt collection techniques 

1, —Scientology use of burglary ,eleetronic surrvelllanoe, 

. t * * third partying 

-blown student doctrine 


i 


* 

T 


C* Judicial Precedents 

1) news impact of judges decisions 
[ a) Garrity 

b) Kretimsn * 

c) additional easts 
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2) professional publicity ro cl&lrcs filed and Jury verdicts 
! p, Kerch Conference (see seperate section) 

£, Pooh and ?j £bn Rights j 

»» _ - 

j y # y.ess of B.islnesS to Sc 1 ontology 

, 

l) Increased rate of defection 

a) present nenbtrs are Influenced by • 

continual onslaught of bad publicity and publle 
exposure of Scientology ’’dirty laundry*' 

# b) potential defectors are Influenced and encouraged 

byexistence of organised group of ex-Scientologists 
. vho are aueig Scientology 

c) potential defector* can • easily locate and 
* meet with organised ex-Scientologists and receive 
support from then* t 

« 2) npv r.enbershlp prospects are inoaired by growing public avareness 

- of viscious, greedy, crinlnal, fruadulent and conspiratorial aspects 

of Scientology, and by awareness of organised group of ex-Scientologists 
who are critical of Sclontology* 
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’Als$ Karaynes 
' Evan Thom&* 
Stephanie Ke&gher 
| Sene KcthvSn 
Bill Freivogel 
Sherr.an Frederic* 
Tim Finley 
• Dick Lynos 

Paul Kurt* 

Paul Lancer 

Convayi Seigelman 
Richard Leiby 


-60 Kinutes Assistance 
-Time Kar,azin* 

-Prime Time Show 
-Readers Digest 
-St. Louis Dispatch 
Jl&s Vests P.eviev Journal 
-A.B.C. San Francisco 
-Riverside 
-L.A. Times 
-The Zetetil 
-American Lawyer » 

-Boston Globe-herald 
-Snapping 
-Clearwater Sun 
-Canadian Newspaper # » 

-Rational Enquirer 


* 


TI Futdre Adver «* Publicity 

•Filing future cases by city end state 
j A. Turnkey Publicity 

1. Press Package 

a. All Documents 

b, Viir-" 

C. Client- 

« d. All ether 

*. Rational 
f, media exposure 


B*. Trial of Future Cases- 

A dissecting of internal Scientology practices. 


I 


1 . KeJi. Coving. ot Tri.l T«,tl»ny *«“>" 

a. Sales Technique 

b. Recruiting 

Si ?.i«MS C ef V A»Utl*'g Mil 

•• ""“‘SSJKtS. .f .».*.»«* r« 

of fund* between organisation for 
. * ' .* • xaridictionsVpurposes 

fV Scientology Policies 

1. Disconnect 

2. Fair Cane *. 

?• to Harr ass and Delay 




















1* Kcw contacts of Judges Decisions 


A* Judge Carrlty 4 
*** B. Judge Krentznan 

2* Professional Publicity 


I . D. Future rational Publicity 

- I-'ovle Rights 
j - Book Rights 

f •- - (see oresent adverse 

• o 


1.Local Kedia To be 

Coverage 

, 1« Clearwater Sun 
* 2. St. Petersburg Tines 

. T.V* Stations 

• Local Kedia Attending from other states 
2* Professional Publication 

1. Atla Kagazine (American Trials Lawyers Association -(ed. note) 
2* American Lawyer * • 

3* etc* 

3. rational Kedia Attention 


publicity) * 

held in Clearwater (Seidnar) 


Loss of U<*cone 

A. Boston Org 

B. r.Y. Mission 

C. Las Vegas Org 

, D. Las Vegas Mission Closed 
£• Flag et Clearwater 


% • 
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In June 1979# La Venda Van Schaick, contacted us for 
* • 

the purpose of initiating legal claim on‘behalf of herself . 

• » • 

and others against the Church of Scientology and L. Ron 
Hubbard. At the time# La Venda told us of events, policies# 
and operations conducted by the Church of Scientology against 
former members# critics# and individuals that the organization 
for one reason or another had decided to investigate. La Venda 

V 

related a remarkable story of fraud# harassment# covert operations 

9 * • 

•involving electronic surveillance, theft# frame-ups# defamatory 
attacks and fraud. La Venda brought with her documents to cor- 
roborate much of what she said and she placed us in immediate 
contact with others who although initially were fearful# cor¬ 
roborated La Venda*s story. 

e 

After La Venda reduced her incredible story to an Affidavit# 
a group of lawyers was formed for the purpose of initiating a 
preliminary investigation of Scientology and for the purpose of 
conducting preliminary legal research to ascertain the feasibility 

of a lawsuit or multiple lawsuits. A lexis scan was obtained 

✓ . 
vhich revealed hundreds of suits involving the Church of Sciento- 

logy.. Telephone searches of various media people indicated that 

• • 

the organization had been given at that point a minimal amount 
of media ittention but that various individuals such as Paulette 

• • i f » 

Cooper# an author from New York and Robert Kaufman# a former 
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L -Scientologist, had attempted’ to- expose- Scientology through 
various publications. The organization had succeeded in 
silencing to -some extent these ‘authors and removing their 
books from publication through vicious frame-ups, defamatory ; 
attacks, and costly lawsuits resulting in the bancruptcy of 

• — mmm ■ • ••• • • 

Paulette Cooper’s publisher and the inability of Kaufman to 
get his book published. 

During the organizational stages of our investigation, we 

learned that a suit against Scientology was then being tried 

* 

before a jury in Portland, Oregon. The plaintiff in that action 
had only been in Scientology for a short.period of time, ap¬ 
proximately nine months and had only paid them approximately 
$3,000. In comparison with cases in our files, the amount of 

damages in this Portland case seemed relatively minimal. Bow- 

• • • 

ever# the jury was shown documents belonging to the organization 

• • 

and the jury heard a description of the methods by which the 
.7* organisation extracts money which were so fraudulent, harassive, 
and vicious in nature that the jury returned a verdict of ap¬ 
proximately $2,000,000.00, of which approximately $497,000 
' involved damages for intentional infliction of emotional distress, 
7/1.5 million dollars in punitive damages and only $3,000 in 

actual damages. To lawyers unfamiliar with this organization, 
the result fcould seem to be grossly excessive but in the context 
of the operational practices of the organization and the written 
■'' policies Tt has^pursued, the verdict was probably on the low side. 
After the Portland, Oregon verdict, which is currently on 
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appeal, our group increased its investigatory efforts, hiring 
a full-time investigator, emplo yed addi tio nal legal staff such 
as law students and para-legal s for the purpose of probi ng deeper.. 

proposed lawsuits. 


\ 




investigation put us in contact with various governments 

~ -| 

including the Internal Revenue Bureau, the Washington, D. C. 
United States Attorney’s Office, the Department of Labor, the 
state's Attorney’s Office from Clearwater, Florida, various 
state governmental agencies from arpund the United States, and 

I 

the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Our investigation also put 
us in contact with Paulette Cooper, Gabe Cazares, a mayor in 
Clearwater who had been viciously victimized by Scientology, 

l 

/various civic leaders from Clearwater, and numerbus media people 
including the Reader’s Digest, the National Inquirer, newspaper 
reporters from around the United States, Time Magazine, "Sixty 
Minutes”, "Prime Time", and miscellaneous investigative re¬ 
porters and media personnel. 

During the Fall of 1979, we learned that nine of the highest 
ranking members of the organization were about to go on trial for 
perjury, burglary, larceny, conspiracy, and miscellaneous other 
charges^relating to break-ins and thefts of documents from the 
United States Attorney General, the Justice Department, and the 
Internal Revenue Bureau. Documents detailing these misdeeds by 

the organization and documents reflecting thousands of example* 

•• - . 

of conduct outrageous beyond description were seized by the FBI 
in a raid on Scientology headquarters which raid netted somewhere 
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• • 

Evidence and a Sentencing Memorandum relating to the nine members^ 

• • 

are attached. 


’* Between 1979 and June 1980, our investigators together with . 
help from other individuals, copied approximately 15,000 - 20,000 , 

documents which had been made available.in the United States 
District Court in Washington, D.C. These documents, some of 
: *r * ' which are attached, further corroborated the story told to us 

by La Vends and reflect an incredible network of fraudulent . 

criminal practices by the organization. These documents hava 

• . come to be known as the "Washington Documents" and we are in 

* _ . . • * \ ‘ 

possession of most of the pertinent ones# 

These documents reflect the use of coded Telexes and an 
I . \ elaborate communications network to blackmail former members who 
' have attempted to expose the organization, details of Hubbard*a. 
.-background, details of financial workings of the organization, 
and details pertaining to various criminal operations against 

T w 

r government agencies and private citizens. The scope of the 

;-T •fraudulent and criminal activity as reflected in the documents and 

*” as corroborated during our independent investigation in the Fall 


of 1979 paint a scenario of criminal and fraudulent activity so 
‘vast ift scope as to almost defy description. The fact that the * 
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a k»< 3 these practices all under the guise of , 

organization conducted the ,P . . . , . . orga niza- * 

.. : • accentuated the outrageousness of th 9 

religion further accenru 

• • . •• • > • 

tion’s conduct,* * ♦ * • *** . - 

. . «,!, latter fact., namely operating under the aegis 

•^Ugion'. gives rise to a cause of action for fraud 

'•- * tion specifically misrepresented its nature a 

in^ct^the ^nternal-h^enu^_Bureau J ^ij',urrenily'-en-9^i5£_^^ ^ 

litigatio n see ding tojUrnlnate_ the ™““" ** 


I 


• • 

;• - . • 


iltiaation seeking to el „ 

-THTthe^lndividual*^ testifyingj2-l J>at ' e * M 7^ 

status._Host of the inai viov.,—__-- before 

>~~r. „ a ^nTinaWiauals vho have testifiea o 
clients. Indeed# many * v 

our Client v v and Clearwater# 

V^.es. presently we nitiated . cl... 

Florida, ere client, who surfaced after __-.-~- . 

m 9 — 


Florida, are cn«.w,-- #_—— 

ection suit with the .ttendant*edia_cov«rage. 

■ — . . a f Mir ofO\ 
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V : Gently • 

- violations of the Xabor Standards 

. Vet co^only called MOO. violations « emo tional 

Ae t. breach of contract, end intentional infliction o . 

dUtre ? r tion. for fraud which ere intertwined with the action. 

The action, for fr . • - facts but also 

under RICO have a solid foot ng n solved Scientology. > 

*■', ’"in Leslie of the legal precedent, which h-^ ^ articleor^j 

Device in which the Judge specifi y 

-* . 


• afci-* • 
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and policies <*f Scientology.were fraudulent In nature. Th# ; -' • ’: 

Court ordered* that specific warnings be given to the people 

who weri exposed to'Scientology. For example, the judge in;. . . 

Article or Device case stated the following* 

- «Th e bulk of the material is replete with false 
• medical and scientific claims devoid of any re- •• • . 

liaious overlay or reference. Two books ••• • _ . 

are typical examples of books containing 

•. scientific non-religious claims. 

T^:. t She a HS3“ShoS3 tharSaMse^clenU- / i. 

, are not^eve^inferential^^he^d^out^a^religious ' ' 

either in their sponsorship or context. # 

The Court went on to iss'ue an order that all Scientology 

publications and the E-Meter bear labels stating that their 
use is not medically or scientifically capable of improving the 

health or bodily functions of anyone. 

Since that opinion was issued in 1971 the organisation ha. 

continually violated the Order of the Court end most if not all 
of our minors T clients have been victimised by the failure 
" of the organisation to give the required warning. In fact, rep 
resentations made by the organisation during the process of 
defrauding victims of their money, ere specifically contrary to 
the Court order. There ere specific written Scientology pclicie. 
in which Hubbard has encouraged his followers to tell victims 
whatever they have to tell them in order to sell them course. 

’* ©r'material.. K. have iifidavit. from former Scientologist, who 
participated in this f^dulent money mating scheme by «- 
gaging* in meetings to which the Scientology salesman were sent 
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out onto the street passing themselves off as College students 

• • • j • 

and whatever necessary in order to attract money. Indeed, the 

typical. Scientology sales technique involves first ascertaining 

• • 

the victims financial resources, and .if. they are considerable. 


then making Whatever representations a*re .necessary in order to 
get the person involved in a series of courses which are cleverly 
designed to induce the victim to take higher level courses for 
greater and greater amounts of money. This scheme is commonly 
called a "bait and switch" scam. Part-of the technique involves * 
an operation called auditing during which the victim is placed 

V 

on a crude form of a lie detector, called the E-Meter and is then 

W 

made to confess every intimate detail of his or her life and at 
a cost which generally involves $3,000-$5,000 for the first level 
of auditing. Before the victim has realized, and sometimes it 
takes years, that he has been defrauded, he has disclosed to 
• the organization details about his life and the life of everyone 
‘ ' he knows, incluJi'»** *n*s, friends, relatives, etc., which 

places the organization in a position to threaten or blackmail 
* - the individual either subtly or overtly from seeking their money 
back. Over the past fifteen years when a few individuals have 
attempted to expose the organization and seek a refund of their 
money, some of which runs into the hundreds of thousands of 
V’ - * dollars', the organization has typically brought defamation actions, 
* - against the individual, seeking to deluge them with legal costs 

or have engaged in covert operations such as seeking to get the 
/ individual placed in a mental institution after spiking their 
/ drinks with drugs or conducting frame-ups in which the person is 
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hav « UUC** from —; iaui count against the organisation 

Perhaps the most obvio u , to the public . 

involves the documents uhich the » ben£Volent and 

_ -.aiiaious# scientific* 

holding itself «* « >u o£ the i„„er operational 

humanitarian organ “ attendant documents re- . 

practices of the org- £ „ 0 d. deception and 

r:rr./.-». - r; — 

entire nature of the orga fceen involved in overt 

In many instances Scrento o u &nd ©vert frauds 

operations of Kidnaping, extortion. prev iding any 

- , u ch a. directly taking a P—• ^ ^ eiteS above give 

services# «H Of vhich. together with cause. basically . 

- - :rr~”. - —■ 

gives a cause of ac activity*, vhich is defined 

by various types of "racketeer £r aud, among other*. 

• ; the Statute a. of ^ b y the fact 

h simple K1C0 . i. » «> ' the nails most of it* 

.. that the. organisation ha. ^ ^ hrticle_or_ 

• publications vithout , iv ^ ^^gaU*. contained . 

—• • h.ide from the xrauu 

Device case. Asiae 
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within the publications, the very fact that the organization 
has'failed td* comply with the court order and has taken money ^ •• 
from its victims without giving the prescribed warnings con- • 

stitutes a RICO violation and gives rise Under the civil damages .. 

■ 

portion of the Statute for treble damages. 

Aside form the obvious breach'of contract theories that are 
. inherent in most cases involving former Scientologists, an ad- 
ditional salient basis for liability involves intentional in¬ 
fliction of emotional distress. The organisation has secret •• ; 
docTument. vhioh are in our possession which mandate, for example. ' 
the application of the "fair Game doctrine* .gainst its opponents. 
This doctrine states'in part, that an SP. that is cne vho i. 
opposed to Scientologists. *may be deprived of property or injured 
by any mean, by any Scientologist without any disciplin. of the 
Scientologist.: Kay be triched. sued, or lied to or destroyed.- 
Another policy Involve, what is called. - 05 -connect* in vhich a 

• person is forced to divorce or separate fre-, hi. or her spouse, 
parent, or relatives for any reason that L. Ron Hubbard feels 
necessary. This policy is designed to control or -brainwash* 

• the person so that . spouse or relative exercising independent 
Judgement exempting to influence a potential victim from paying 
money will be separated or alienated from the victim so that the 

influence can be dissipated. 

Of course. - .11 of these causes of action .involve punitlv. 

'* which in the perspective of the document, snd the horror 

stores related by most people could run into the million, and 
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and millions of dollar. / Since the Initiation of the^I es. 


. action suit, ogr group has gener ated extensive media attention 

i about Scientology including publication of an extremely cogent 

Reader's Digest article, programs on -Sixty Minutes*. ’Prime 

, Time*, forthcoming programs on ABC, as well as various local 

Ttelevised programs throughout the country and thousands of 
a! . 9 _isA f a attention ix 


^eievjLacu -- ~ . j* • 

/^newspaper articles. The reaction to the media attention in th.^ 

• 'class action suit has been overwhelming. We have been inundate 


with hundreds of clients, parents, and’ relatives who have sought 

• • to retain our services. Our clients hav e cooperated with- 

) -- for cement agencies, the Internal Revenue B^u, 

and various attorneys around the Onlted States wh o arejilso in- ^ 
vnlved in litigat ion against Scientology- _P« ^oup has collect, 
the most of the publication, of Scientology and *. *on Hubbar 
and many of their tapes. Some of these document, and tape, are . 
extremely secretive and, damaging to Scientology and have never 

been heretofore published. Web.listed numerous attornay. 

in various probate action, including custody ' **" 

originated across the country from the policy of 
end also from the attempts by Scientology to place children in 

Scientology * Apple Schools* while the Scientology * P ° U “ ‘ 

generally on welfare and the divorced parent is pay 9 
* 1 -v*ra e > S e. the documents • 

or child support. In a recent Hew amp f 

and witnesses marshalled against the Scientology spouse on b halt 

. , v. t vear old out of Sciento- 

of an airline pilot to leep hi. eight ye 

. ration to give up allowing 

lojy were sufficient to cans, the organisation t 
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cftoe specific darn el relating to the knee which generally 
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carry verdicts across th e country In the ranse o f S^S 
j^d to another case about to be tiled, the veil Mm Boston 
lav firm of Bingham, Dana * Could vas burglarised by the organisa¬ 
tion. a Belmont doctor*, office was'burglarised and various 
ether governmental agencies wer.e infiltrated, all of which 
■ la ted to an attempt by the organisation to destroy 
cooper. This case Involve s potential damages in the million 
of dollar, not only in the conte xt of the damage, inflicted 
~ r ™ this person about which there h as been extensive puorrv rty 

£ r ~because of the outrageousness otw* wsg...l~ - 

^ -- - - 
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and then made' to wort in coitions .-in, « ~ 

personal slaved Hubbari. She vas involvedin such ac s » 
dressing-him and undressing him morning and-evening, ca c 
his cigarette ashes, preparing his shower and toilettries an 
coding and decoding hie Telexes involving various «* * •• ■»* 
operations and conspiracies that Hubbard waS donduct 
„ M, was never given an. High School education * 

used her to violate the health 
the organization specifically useo n 

V , the State of Florida. Aside from the 
and education laws of the State o 

fact she lost five of the most vital years of her ^ 

severely psychologically damaged and has been ma e 

severely p tv e punitive damag es inherent in the - 

f» involuntary servitude. £_£-- ^ million^^ 

ca se are in the conservatlve^ of^^ 

dollars* We have other client® who have parti 

-oTactivity although not as flagrant or as prolonge . 

types of activity altn outlined, we have 

in addition to the cases whi ch I havej--- 

presently -™™xim ately 192 clients with hard damages-__-_ 

presently app ____-- « re predicated upon 

of 20 million d ollars. These amag . 

have paid between »0.000 ^^ 

• the organlzati onJiSS-AAtrarte^» ^ ^ -^,and- 

these people. The man hour._of labor. 

:-r ^ards'amount to approximately $20,000,000 motion 

- lr ou r present litigation we have won practic 

•• • 
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before the various courts end in .IX cases ve have von every 

aSTOtI ° n£t0 ei5 ” iS *; aint prototype pleading, 
ve-have prepared a prototype co mplaint, prototyp P -- 

-■ " virtually every issue involvedn^ 

extensive memoranda on virtu a y __—--7^ 

® __ — — ' include First Amendment 

* I «' ue ,.it These memoranda incluo 

Scientology lawsuit, ?ne . - 

1USS: jurisdictional issues, discovery issues, v^nu 

. At the present time, we 



issues, jurisdictional * 

legal issues. At th e present tine, ve n - 

and numerous other 1 9 .^ what can he~^^ 

~« uited 


* itnesses * ndvl ' h . 



vltnesses and vrr u ^ ITprepare- 

"<th little or no necess y -a. a 77 

. ^isrssrtsss^^ - 

hundred, of ^thousands of ^ rlghts and movle rlghg, 

V *JZ1 -7-flibl. story of Scientology's criminal and . 

for not only the ncre ° * ui y hat is nec^ry 

frau dulent activity, but also the 1 9 _-£_ 

to defeat this organisation. ,„*<vidual» 

■ prior to the Inca^ on cf the class action, indr 
Prior to ^ ^ because mosl 


Prior to the xncep— te be c»use most 

defecting from Scientology had no one ~ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

attorneys throughout the country vere Scientology haras- 

these eases because of of collec ting. inve.ti- 

* ament, questionable damages, an alva ya been various 

* lawsuit. There have always » 
gating and preparing a lavsuit ^ w h ic h a 

governmental agencies and religious ree^ mtl# or 

" 1 former Scientologist could turn but V ^ p revi a e a' 

nothing in the vay of remedial action- 









nation and seek redress. 

He have been contacted by various large national 

flI oups vho have sought our assistance - - ~ 

victimized by Scientology. We have coor41 - 

client, in contact ^ >nd . xpun ,. Scientology- 

mating various prog involve information 

fraudulent practice., —• prog-^ 

' exchange groups. »d 9»»P S plann "* yletlns of what 

....». „ lo . 

Scientology !«• Scientology l. ° xawsuit. and 

those try1 " 9 *° T” ‘/exposure and lawsuit, 

vicious attach, bac.us. of the media expos 

which such conduct generate.. 
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S^V^Jen Victimise* by the organ ization and who curren tly seek legal 

— / ^ ‘ • V. 

r edress* _ « ... . 

” • Th e purpose of this conference 1« to educate you In as s or 

a period, of time as possible vhkt a case against Hubbard and _,_,■. 

Scientology e ntails. It is to attribut e to you the clients^ 

-the documents, th e names of appropriate witnesses for yoot jn-^ 

A 1 .,™,..! rase s and the various legal m emoranda and pleadin gs.- 

that you nay use a. prototypes, ^ur intent in this flrstcon. 




intervals# we ww _ „ 

of our present clients' acti ons have been brought. It is project e_ 
■ that"this activity will generate a chain reaction in bringing 
former Scientologists out of the woodwork as well as generate 
missive.publicity to assist in this e ndeavor^ Sine. Scientology 
_ ^defrauded U^^dTof people of hundreds of millions of . 

dollars, based on our present calculation. w e_ «r« seeking by t he, 
end of 1981 t o have initiated one thousand lawsyits against tto_ 

oroanlzatlon./ The purpose of this activi t y is to substitut e - 

individual actions for the class a ction which is currently pending. 

__r»,wal District Cour t of Boston and which, Inherently 

Involves problems relating to jurisdiction, conflict, or sews. 

* .** 

and damages# . 

. ,„, e .s r ts of this conference 

is indicated on your agenda, various p 






























will entail a Ascription of our present case, involvrn, . 

mote detail'ed look at the cause, of action. 

various legal issue,. - - part - ~ 

involve a description of our present client, , • 

• a to be filed forthwith. The next section of 

ready to be ^ ^ ^ ^ aesetipt ion * Scientology . 

conference wi _ wa w ill cn slder the loss °j - A 

in these lawsuit,. .‘ ff . g . a .jlce t he InceptT^T ^ 

our suits as ve-ix____ of soin e of what 

rof Jury 

summary of ^ ^ ^ 

verdict, that ve expect to recover a. veil 

Scientology resulting from these la cou rt» 

~ ~ ‘:r. z 

of this country to serve _ R 

. aj.e ttore memorable statements of L. Ron 
In perhaps one of th policy for many 

V1 v ^ eraanization has pursued as poixcy 
Hubbard, which the o g . of the laws 

. aIves the following perspecti 
year,. Hubbard give. . untensb le. The only 


a . .> 


• w • • •" * i 


^bard gives we # . 
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vav to defend anything w ni lose every batt 
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AFFIDAVIT Cl 





STATE OP FLORIDA 
COUNTY OP PINELLAS 





• * , : 

Jim Grey,. 

1* I am a Resident of Clearwater, Florida. 

• • • • 

2. On October 2, 1991, I received a visit at my office from 

Jay Keyes, Michael Flynn, and two other people. Beverly 

• ♦ « , . 

Hyde, my secretary was in the room during the visit, and 
witnessed it. 

3. Jay Keyes made the introductions and told me that because 
I was courageous and outspoken and had once publically 

said that "the place to handle Scientology is in the courts* 
he thought I would be interested in What Michael Flynn and 
his associates had to propose. 

I. Michael Flynn then offered me the position of Trustee of 
Flynn Associate Management Corporation (FAMCO) in the 
Clearwater area and told me that as a Trustee, Z would 
receive, raise and disburse monies which would be used — 
to file suits against the Church of Scientology around 
the oountry and therefore break the Church financially. 

5. I told Michael Flynn that Z would most surely be asking 
to be sued if Z accepted that,to which the latter said 
that it was likely that I was correct, but then that is 
what the money was for. 

6. Michael Flynn and one of the other gentlemen said that 
they would have to disassociate themselves from Richard 
Tenney publically as it would hurt them to be connected 


living first been duly sworn, hereby deposes and says: 


with him. 


• • 

T. Although there were no outright statements made to me 


to the effect that I would make any money out of this, 

* 

it was however, distinctly clear to me that Michael Flynn 
and others were soliciting money for their suits. 

6. When I pointed to Mr. Flynn and his associates that I had 


no desire to be a guinea pig for his lawsuits and take 
part in an operation Which, In by Judgment, eould be 
















• -. •' ii 1 >?' r :" a f l m£? • V.T*V : t a L : ‘ • -if- 

:. v -;: * CvX r^i ; ;.>. N; .-. • •;**," 

In violation or Constitutional rights. Hr, Flynn became 
agitated, whereupon he asked me how I would like it if 
. my daughter got mixed up with Scientology and shot herself 
*in the head* I asked Michael Flynn, if my daughter had 
gone irtto the Baptist Churoh and Bhot herself, did that 
mean tt^t the Baptist Church was responsible, and Michael 

Flynn walked ovjt .in disgu^'tj,* / ->. 

*• r ~ / * * . ' 

* .. * • * « * • 

. » • .. 

The above is a true and correct statement to the best of i*y * 
recollection. ... - ' 


• • •**. • 



I44A. 


Jim Grey 


irey (J 


1 . 


‘Subscribed and 6worn to 

before me this 13th day 

of October 1981. 

• • • / . 



Notary Public 

•/:. ^ 3L s«.. 
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MEMORANDUM 


DATE:- 

TO: 

FROmV-' i H 

;.... .: r f a 

SUBJECT: 


February 26, 1981 
All Attorneys 
Mr. Diamond 
Referral ' 


^ ?V 
•* *«'. . 
•* ‘ : 


*' Uf. . '. ,/V'i 

••'• • • ; r’ -. tv. •- 


.* 1 - 


* :*w^> .i v ' jfcV - - •'.// v:.;>v*- 

. A law school classmate of mine, now in private 


practice in Boston, has made a substantial living suing 
* *' . ► 
the Church of Scientology on behalf of those defrauded 

into making large contributions to the Church and those 


disaffected members harassed because they have been placed 

-v*- ' 


on the Church's "fair game". list,'*: „Because of prior successes . 

* V' • ‘ ”**. *• *• • . ' -.Vv'V 1 t/ftz-y :-/V- *‘:t- ? * ‘ 

in this endeavor, he and his colleagues in Boston have been 


besieged by prospective clients, a number of whom reside in 
the Southern California area. 

These "church-busters" are now looking for plaintiff 
lawyers in the Los Angeles area who would be willing to under¬ 
take the joint prosecution of some of these claims on a 
contingent fee basis. They offer what has been characterized 
as a "turn key" law'suit, i.e. , a client, a claim, the fruits 
of discovery from prior actions, and years' of experience in 

litigating with the Church. If you know of any local lawyer_ 

willing to join forces with these Boston attorneys, and 

j, • t . . \ ... • / - - 

willing to incur the Church's wrath, please pass his,name 

i* 

along to me. |i 


<•; 


•C.P.D. 


f. 4 U •. 











DECLARATION OF VIRGINIA SNYDER 


I, VIRGINIA SNYDER, declare as follows under penalty of 
perjury: 

1. I am a private investigator licensed in the State of 
Florida (954C). I am 61 years old. 

2. I have been retained by the attorneys for the Church 
of Scientology of California. 

3. In the fall of 1981, I first had contact with Robert 
Bickerstaff, a member of the City of Clearwater*s Planning and 
Zoning Board, concerning the future development o.f Downtown 
Clearwater. 

4. Based on this prior contact, on April 13, 1982, .1 again 
contacted Mr. Bickerstaff with a view to learning more about the 
“Scientology Victims Defense Fund" of which he is President. 

This is an anti-Scientology organization. Under the pretext of 
having a wealthy aunt interested in contributing to the fund, I 
elicited information from Mr. Bickerstaff as to the goals and 
programs of the fund. This discussion took place over dinner 
the evening of April 13, 1982. 

5. During this conversation, Mr. Bickerstaff told me that 
Attorney Michael Flynn of Boston, Massachusetts recently informed 
members of the Scientology Victims Defense Fund on more than one 
occasion that he and other attorneys hope and expect to get 10 or 
12 lawsuits "going" against the Church as soon as possible. 

6. Mr. Bickerstaff also explained to me that Mr. Flynn's 
strategy was that if there were enough lawsuits brought against 

the Church with accompanying expenses that would exceed the Church's 
income, this would result in achieving the goal of breaking the 
Church financially. 

Executed this 14th day of April, 1982, at Clearwater, Florida. 

I hereby, under penalty_of..perjury^ state that the foregoing is 
true and correct. . 











-Ccud Offices of 



Michael J. Flynn 

• 

* 

Dioelve e Union°ll)harf 


Shneuil 9(all Office 

fboslon, Jfassachusells 02)09 

Uelephone 

One I Janeiul 9(all _J(arkdplcux 


(&V52S-im 


April 22, 1981 


Daniel Barbakow, Esquire 
9454 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite 805 

Beverly Hills, CA 90212 
Dear Mr. Barbakow, 

I am writing to you on behalf of the law offices of Michael 
J. Flynn of Boston. I have become associated with his office to 
hfelp organize the many civil law suits that his office is conducting 
against the Church of Scientology. The purpose of this letter is 
to explore the possibility of your serving as associate counsel 
with Mr. Flynn's office to prosecute one or more of the civil law¬ 
suits against the church. 

If, after reviewing this material, you are interested in fur- 
thur discussion, please let us know and we will arrange a meeting. 
Litigation is contemplated throughout the United States and will 
necessitate the involvement of attorneys from various sections of 
the country. To facilitate our organization, we are planning a 
group meeting of attorneys in Boston, Massachusetts on Saturday, 

May 16, 1981. We hope you will consider attending the conference. 

The Church of Scientology is an international organization 
which through the well organized delivery of fraudulent, religious 
and scientific representations and coercive actions takes in an 
estimated $100,000,000 gross income per year. The enclosed Exhibit 
#1 explains briefly how we became involved in litigation against 
the Church? what we have done to date; and the activities of the 
Church which serve as basis for litigation against the Church. At 
present, we have several lawsuits in progress against the Church 
and have obtained clients for over 150 additional lawsuits, poten¬ 
tially worth millions of dollars. Causes of action for these suits 
include fraud, misrepresentation, breach of contract, outrageous 
conduct, infliction of emotional distress, racketeering, violation 
of labor laws, burglary, larceny, kidnapping, invasion of privacy, 
extortion, libel, slander, abuse of power, obstruction of justice, 
etc. 
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Various Church practices have been instrumental in establishing 
the legal bases of these claims. They include "auditing" (see 
Exhibit #2 for excerpts from summaries of audit sessions), "discon¬ 
nect" (see Exhibit #3) and the "fair game doctrine" (see Exhibit #4). 
This organizations practices have been deemed so vicious and per¬ 
nicious that (1) in 1979 a jury in a district court for the State of 
Oregon awarded $2,100,000 to Julie Christofferson, who had been in 
the Church only nine (9) months and had suffered actual damages 
totaling only $3,000 (see Exhibit #5); and (2) in 1979 nine members 
of the Church of Scientology were convicted of having burglarized, 
infiltrated and wiretapped the Internal Revenue Service, the Justice 
Department and/or the FBI, all evidenced by 284 pages of stipulated 
evidence (see Table of Contents plus selected portions of Stipulated 
Evidence, enclosed as Exhibit #6)• 

Since the filing of our initial class action lawsuit against 
the. Church of Scientology (see Exhibit #7 for the Complaint), much 
information about the Church's misdeeds has been published, including 
documentaries on CBS's "60 Minutes" and NBC's "Prime Time"; an 
article in the May 1981 issue of the Reader's Digest (see Exhibit #8); 
and spots in local and national T.V. and newspapers. This publicity, 
as well as awareness among Scientologists of our lawsuits from other 
sources, has generated clients and claims so numerous as to require 
national organization. The Boston Conference, of course, being part 
of this organization wherein associate counsel will be further informed 
about the Church of Scientology and our lawsuits. 

The purpose of this conference is to educate you in as short a 
period of time as possible what a case against L. Ron Hubbard and 
Scientology entails. At that time we will distribute to you, the 
clients, the documents, the names of appropriate witnesses for your 
individual cases and the various legal memoranda and pleadings that 
you may use as prototypes. Our intent in this first conference is 
to institute through you our present clients' actions. It is antici¬ 
pated that this activity will generate a chain reaction in bringing 
former Scientologists "out of the woodword" as well as generate mas¬ 
sive publicity to assist in this endeavor. Our present calculations 
indicate the potential for over two hundred lawsuits against the 
organization by the end of 1981. 

The proposed conference in Boston will entail a description of 
our present cases, including a more detailed look at the causes of 
action, the damages, and various legal issues. Many of these cases 
need only a local attorney to be filed forthwith. Another phase of 
the conference will relate to an overall description of Scientology. 
Thereafter, we will consider the amount of income which Scientology 
has brought in since its inception, as well as the location of Scien¬ 
tology's assets. We will end with a description of the various ranges 
of jury verdicts that we expect to recover as well as the total cost 
to us and to the Church of Scientology resulting from these lawsuits. 
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For many years Scientology has used the law and the courts of 
this country to serve its own goals. In perhaps one of the more mem¬ 
orable statements of L. Ron Hubbard* the founder of Scientology* he 
gives the following perspective of the laws 

"The defense of anything is untenable. The only way 
to defend anything is to attack* and if you ever for¬ 
get that* then you will lose every battle you are en¬ 
gaged in* whether it is in terms of personal conversa¬ 
tion* public debate or a court of law. Never be interested 
in charges. Do* yourself, much more charging and you 
will win. The public, seeing that you’ve won* will 
then have a communication line that the Scientologists 
win. Don’t ever let them have any other thoughts than 
that Scientology takes all of its objectives. The pur¬ 
pose of the suit is to harass and discourage rather than 
to win . The law can be used very easily to harass * and 
enough harassment on somebody who is on the thin edge 

anyway* well knowing that he is not authorized* will 

generally be sufficient to cause his professional decease . 

If possible* of course* ruin him utterly." 

(Emphasis Supplied). ~ 

We are inviting you to our Conference because we understand that 
you are an excellent trial attorney who would welcome the opportunity 
to earn substantial monies while performing a public service by lit¬ 
igating claims to remedy some of the terrible wrongs that have been 
committed by the Scientologists against the public. We expect to be 
able to collect on judgements against the Church. The Church’s assets* 
including sizable tracts of real estate in California and Florida and 
cash in every local Church’s bank account* worth tens of millions of 
dollars (a lien against $1,000,000 of property and an escrow of 
$1*000*000 cash has been set aside pending appeal in the Christofferson 
case). At our conference in Boston we expect to finalize the specific 
arrangements between you and our law offices for prosecuting these 
claims. 


Please let us know immediately if you are seriously interested, 
or if you have any questions or comments* by writing or calling any 
of the following: 


Michael J. Flynn* Esquire 
Thomas M. Greene* Esquire 
Thomas G. Hoffman, Esquire 
Philip F. MuIvey, Esquire 
William A. Sheridan, Esquire 


Michael T. Rose, Esquire 
McCulloch C2-10 
Harvard Business School 
Boston* MA 02163 
(617) 498-8146 
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Paul J. Jenkins, Esquire 
12 Union Wharf 
Boston, Massachusetts 02109 
(617) 523-1644 


Kevin J. Sullivan, Esquire 
135 Bay State Road 
Boston, Massachusetts 02215 
(617) 353-0789 


Thank you for considering our porposal. We hope to hear from 
you in the immediate future. 


Sincerely, 


Michael J. Flynn, Esq. 


1 - 

K^vin J .^Sullivan, Esq. 


By 


►V* »»»■ • 












About This Proposal 



Th e following Proposal was prepared for the lav firm of Klchaol Flynn by 
Flynn Associates‘'Kan&ge:.'.c.nt Corporation (F»A,M.ClO*)* 



The proposal begin svith a short history of tljp litigation followed by an analysis of 
present and future cases* Then an evaluation of the Impact the litigation has had on 
- Scientology, relative to Scientology costs and loss of Income* 


Finally* Flynn Associates Kanagament Coro* organized a newtwork of Lavryors throughout 
the U«S« and prepared a system of “turnkey 11 lawsuits In strategic georrraphlc areas * 

Dispu ss rlgn. pf . this .i n cluded hi thin ..tho proposal . 

Con ference 11 * The Kay Conference is a mooting of lawyers lltlftatlng Scientology cases C c* 
_to discuss ovorall Scientology strategy* 


Investors Prospect^to Purchase Shares In FAKCQ 1 



Description 8 Fly nn Asso ciate s Ka n a gement~Cor p,„ls a management consnltcnt c ompa ny. It va 
organi zed ~ W'manage^and^overseo~tho opolratTlons and strategy of all Scientology lltlgat lo 
oTllTchacl Flynn As soci ate s » 

Michael Flynn Associates are a group of lawyers who on behalf of former Scientologists, 
have litigation pending against the Churchs of Scientology nationwide* 

FAMCO’a contract with Michael Flynn Associates includes the following two areas : - —— 
ly ^rp&nizatlon "and deveropxentt^ovcr‘the past two years"hundrods j>f clients, "lavye \C 
ic odja* parents* etc l have contacted Klchaol Flynn Associates for help and Informati 
As A resu lt. Klchaol Flynn Associates has bocome a base of Information and operation . oj. 
Scie ntology, litigation * F/u-:CC,adrinlstrates t his inflow and outflow of people and- 
Informat ion. V ^* >/ 

2) Planning 

History *. -ion of Scientology litigation, Michael Flynn and associate* 

lawyers had one Xv • against the Churoh of Scientology* When the suit vas filed, 
the media picked up on it resulting in a grest deal of local media attention* The 
local Church of Scientology immediately responded, issuing defaaatroy statements and 
filing Board of Bar Overseers Complaints against Michael Flynn. The publicity caused man; 
disaffeotod Scientologist to come forward asking for Attorney Flynn , s help* The news 
of ox members coming forward generated only more, until Flynn’s office became incapable 
of handling the people, materials, and documents it vas besieged vith* 


ftirlhftT* l/ivisMlt.* worn filed on b ehalf of ex_Sclontologlsts vith little consideration to 

c^st/benfit -• specifically cost to produce the lawsu it, expected litigation time* esti ma-' 

or lav.yer time, court and associated costs* versus bcnofits._oj fL-liglative'vaIun .of lawsul'. 
tfoing'previous settlement or verdict history, and the yaTuw arid rea phabil ’S-t y-of-Church— 




Early In 1Q50 FAKCO evaluated all the elements of this litigation and proposed and instil 
ut ed the following adrAnstratlve reorganization, review of .present vorth (settlement 

And verdict) of present and future cases, an evaluation of reachable assets in the m ajor 

"geographic locations who re lawsuits are filed* and analysis of options concerning "whar e 
do^the lair/crs) yo go from hero* 1 * Finally under tho heading of_pl&nnlng, FAKCO pre pared 
a financial cost profile looking at each option open to the lawyers concerning vh ic)^^ 


"direction to proceed* 


Tho Problem in Clearwater * ■ 

Since 1976 the City of Clearwater, Florida has been beset vith the problem of having the 
Sciontology cult infiltrating tho fabrio of the community* Since five years tenure in 
the Cor&Qunity has created ext renal ill feeling over the years the media has published 


































































many stories of Scientology activities in Clearwater . As a result of thi s red la 
at tention the City has received a "black eye" of sorts , lessening the desirabilit y ff) 
o f J ncw" t axpayers a nd business's to locate thier. SdcntolEonr property in Clearwate r 
p ropoer has or wilX^epress business and real estate values resulting in a dying t own. 

■ i 

Vhythis happens can be shown by looking at a s ini liar experience on Fountain Ave. in 
Hollywood, California. Scinetology purchased numbers of buildings in Hollywood in the 
Sixties and Seventies and reconverted them to house and train Scineotlogists. Scientologist 
on the wholedirect most or all thier income to the Scientology organization as a result 
these Scientologist have little or no income to dispense within the business community. 
Many go on welfare In order to survive. Herein lies the root of the problem. As more 
Sciontologists move into the area the Scientology organization purchases surrounding 
real estate at depressed prices driving productive revenue producers 
out to more affluent areas where money still flows bevteen people and business. ^ 

A look at Hollywood today versus twenty years ago is startling. Twenty years ago Hollywood 
California was the home ©f middle and upper class citizens. Today it has boon transformed 
into a welfare community, welfare or low income non Scientologist have now 
moved into the are as a result of depressed real esatate values. The expected 
increase in the crimerate followed awiftly. Interestingly, Scientology moved in quietly 
with most persons not knowning who they were or belieiving thwy were a Church as most 
people understand a churoh to be. 

Naturally, it would be difficult to project a similiar scenaro occuring in Clearwater, 
but certainly all the key lngrodi ents are there. 

The danger, however lies not in people fearlnr Scientology, but how Scientology can 
furthor a deteriorating communi ty around It. An ensuelng domino effect occurs as~business* s 
and tax payers leave the area e ffectively preventing new ones from coming in. 

The Proposal 

Notw; Flynn Assoc, Management Corp. is supplementing this proposl with the Class Acti on 
CevelopcnentTProgram to which it re r *' ; from tine to tine. 


£7 


The purpose of this proposal is l *er shares in Flynn Associates Management Coro , 
for sale. , Flynn Assoe. Kgmt Corp. is a management consultin g 

fir m presently undor contract with Michael Flynn and Associate lawyers to which It provi des 
sorvcl es. Tho-'services encompass those discussed in the Desert tption section oi thisj 

? roposal, Kichael Flynn and associate lawyers has contracted with Flynn Associates 

orp. to assist in organizing and ‘ 
filed in Clearwater. Fl orida, being brought oh* behalf of clients of Kichaol Flynn laviyers. 
Because ©f a variety of constrictions, the law ‘firm of Michael Flynn‘and other associate”' 

- lawyers has contracted Flynn Assoc. Mgmt Cotp. to organize and operate the development 
program. T he constraints mentioned above include l) geogra p hic separation of both client s 
and lawyers^from each othor as well as from Clearwater. 2) Education, communication an d on 

0 going legal assistance of tho new oomsol to bo developed J _n the ulearyater area. "Fnis 

i ncludes drawing utxam two years of understanding thousands of documents, hundreds of 

■clien ts, former members from Hubbard*s son to &u? .rdiP-ns!__Qfficc_(C_lA of.Scientology j d.ofectc 

l pgal morrorandum from cases filed (the turnkey lawsuit) govemnent and media contact s ./pL-egg 
^ eon sui ting and review, kt c. 


yith propoer organization and administration Kichael Flynn end Assoclatea-lawye rs-hopea 
..to bring on behalf of a.Tlevr.d form e ** Scientologists. so tics . of — lavru l ts A n C lo a rwatem - 
F?orlda. Some of the lawsuits in question are described In the Class Action Development 

pro gram in sections entitled present cases end present clients. The present worth of these 

discs range from a low of ^>^12,600 which represents just tireo and money lost to a Tugh 


£ 


^2i« 104.904 vhlch represents ^ of r^clerato punitlvo ciajnQ^cSa Vresc nt'ly. tho only 

experience subiect to analysis is the Julie Tichboume Christoffer6on case in Pro tlsnd, 
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oh bohalf of Julio Christofferson. Ks, Christofforson was in Scientology for a period 
of approximately nine souths and lost is Just ©vor $3000. KcKurry tried the caso in early 
1979h prior to any legal or media notoriety. KcKuriy operated solely ©n information 
produced to him by his client, Ks Christofferson, The limited amount of information the 
jury heard outraged thorn to an extent they awardod Ks Christofferson her $ 3000 . back and 
$2,100,000 in punitive damages. We view this as an extreme amount end have taken a muc h 
more moderate postureilrt estir,fti n F"tWhigh range of those Clearwater casos. Tho Church 
In'Portland appealed the "caso" but intorectingly the Church out up £2.000.000 i n cash an dTP^ 
^roporty in escrow to sat i^iy the claim. 

However the Clearwater cases ere horror stroies compared to tho Christofferson ca se• 
^Additionally, documents, witnesses and former me mb ers would provide far groater impact tha n 
^tho United rosourcos‘available to the Kt^br x sT^cI-lurry firm, iinrcc Throe years lator th®^ 

country and cortainly k tho people of Clearwator provide a hostile enviromont for the^3> 

Scientologist to defend a lawsuit. 


I n order to coordinate the development program in Clearwater, Flynn Assoc. Mgnt. Core , 
re q uire sl^nahcinp,' necosary"to oxn-ind. Expansion would provide scrv3 cp«; t-P 
^^.io T^Clearwater s irdllar to those doscrl b ' rd n rHer . Fan srH^rr^-vrm^d~ i rr nv' ptn thr*'r 
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w orking capieoi lor this to take placed 

A n offering is therefore made to sell an appropriate amount of shares to raise $180.000 

Tho $180,000 will covdfr'croonsos for an 18-24 month period. Expenses will consist of oper¬ 
atin g expen ditures 1 rent - utilities - salaries, m a terial., nte. rnnrf - roc be and othc 

associated expenses. Yho $160,000 figure was extraoloated for the experience of Micha el 
F lynn and associate lawyers 24 month period of ntjgAtjy 1 jn yhioh S?q?.,000. was expended, 
^‘hose costs were incurred as a result of liti gation over a broad geographic area an d the/^ r ~ 
startu p costs asso ciated" with thoUtl gatloh. 

Presently 21.6/fc of the company is offerod for sale. A 21. profile ownership provida-d 
■ p?«00 return for each $1.00 invested. > VD-^ 


Revenue? Assests of Flynn Assoc Kent Coro are the following? 

22000 Cash on Hand 
218000 Accounts Receiveable 
>ject©d 2^0,000 future accounts reo. 

runue 187.500 lndivdual loon acots 

1,080.000 25 ^ of projected 

1.747,500 fees 


0 


There are presently no liabilitifcs 


Based on the above assets and projected revenue schedule 21.6 f> of the company is 
offeded for sale. A 21.6^ share holder profile provides a 2.00 return for each 1.00 _ 

invested. As lawsuits successfully conclude dividends will be dispersed to satldfy f ay 

.these return scerino/ -- / 


• 

The Assbts and revenue schedule figures are the low to medium range figures found in the 
Class Action KgSDCSXr# Development Program. If verdicts or settlements in the Clearwater 
CI133 Cases followed a moderate tp extreme posture projected revenue would be 3.354,000 
providing a share bolder return of 4.00 for each 1,00 invested. 


Down Side Risk 


J^s In any risk venturo the ooportunlw for tho investor to _lose all o r some of his or 
hor money exists. Tho question is what is the prbablli t v that, will occur. —.. - 

Defipn t-ho parameters necessary to loo k at this probability .i s - figain .. tr . O 


litigous atmosphere and. environment. 


pr»vlrnce — 
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Historically, once a case is tried bofore a jury the Scientologist suffer badly, the 
aforementioned Crlstofferson case is an extreme of the type of damages awarded* Other inclu 
Afce Allard case( years ago), in defendant oases, cases where the Scientologist su&d. 


the judge granted $ 


r*- 


_in legal fees in the C of S t» _Canada. 


To date all plantiff cases as veil as most defendant cases against the Church have been 
successful. 

Closely tied to this is the litigious atmosphere in Clearwater. Certainly an atmos ph er e in 
w hich citizens of Cloarwatcr and even the entire US are anti-cult. An atmosphere in whlc) y~- 
the probability "of "losing all Scicntol'ofrv'litigg.tion has to bo characterized "as low. . 


The most Important factor in discussing this probability of loss is which side is lega lly 

strongest. Since the Scientolofrlst regularly engaged in larceny.^.....it id clear f^ 

oivfr lend foot in g is'solid, >7ith documents and witnesses to~~suppofV~all of it; ' 7^7) 

Contract 

The Flynn Associate Kgrat contract vrith Klchcl Flynn lasers covers a 48 month period at 

§4S8.'00Q and 25$ of all fees collected. The $458,000 portion of the fee Is handled as an 

expense "and deducted first from any Scientology award or settlement. 
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Historically, once a case reaches a jury the ScientoloGist suffer badly. The afore 
r.entioned Christofferson case is an example of the type of damages avarded. Apparently 
even snail amount of evidence introduced to a jury during trial describing the true 
character and nature of Scientology, enrages the jury to an extent vhore it will 
grant large ounitivf damages awards. Subsequently, the question of appeal of the award 
and collectibility arise . Collectibility is the ability to actually collect the 
monies awarded. Again in the Christofferson case the Scientologist put In escrow two 
million dollars in cash and real estate to satisfy the claim. 

Primarily all of Scientology’s real estate is located in wither Clearwater, Florida or 
Los Angelos, California and most of this Real Estate was purchased in cash. 

e. 

Kith no apparent lien on this real estate the capability to secure it as a result of a 
jury’s award is good. 

The question of appeal of any one award is not really a question since ve can expect the 
Scientologist to appeal any plan tiffs award. In this area ve must once again return to the 
Christofferson case since it presently is being appealed. In a recent discussion with 
Cary KcXurry lead counsel from the law firm of Rankin, KcKurry and Osborne handling , 
Christoforsons caso, XcXurry is very confident the award will be upheld without 
any substanital change in the site og the award. Again, we view the award as excessive 
(125 times actual damages) as the most severe damage posture we used in our models is 
2j times actual damage. 

Briefly in other civil experience, the Allard case 
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Table A 24 month period 

Item 

Expense 

1* Pont or lease 

12000 

2. Utilities *, 

2400 

3* Telephone 

9200 

4* Offico Supplies 

1800 

5* Travel A Expenses 

36000 

-(lawyers, witnesses, adminsitration) 

6* Associated' Cost 

24000 

7* Salaries and fees 

75.900 

secretaries, management 
advisors, consultants 

8* Working capitol 


and reserve 

18.7000 

Estimate Costs 

180,000 


© 


Notes on Table A 


Over the next tvro years litigation In Clearwater Intensifies, the cost described In 
/Table A vould be realized. Each account estimate is based on the experience of the pas t two 

~Vears of 11 tlration. Account numbered 1-4 represents offices aharH.fir^lhe&d-«u>>ln 


ifo^ton and/or Clearwat er to adminstrate the litigation. Accounts, travel and expense 77^ 
coordinates and pays expenses for lawyers, witnesses, clients and experts who testify U/ 


or are deposed either before or during trial for all Clearwater cases, account 6, associated 
cost and coount 7 salaries and fees pays lawyers tine, court and discovery costs, support 
personneland salaries management persons* Account 8 Is for unfo T * e< >‘* n ***■*"* reserve* 


Table B is the balance sheet of Flynn Associates Management Corp« 


Flynn Associates Kent Corp 

Balance Sheet 

Kay 1, 1981 
Current Assest 

Cash 21,420 

Inventroy 650*00 

Intangible Assest 
Account Receiveable 

litigation 192,000 


214,070 


Equities 

Current liabilities 

Accounts Payable 


Stock Holder Equity 
Capitol Stock 210,508 

214,070 


35^2.00 
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Table C looks at the projected reven ue uselng three models. The first model doplcts a ft"* 
lega l scenario In which a .1urz_ y:nulrf ^vard^ho^i^jjn^^^r.ev.-^dl bi^lost; mode l 2 (• 
{is time and money plus ft snail punitive damage award ve define a snail damage award v as 
tinos model 1* Koaci ^ is moo’ol 1 plus "a moderate to severe^punitive' dawage"award o£ 
beyween 10-25 timo^ model 1* A further perspective can be drawn to understand these models 
using the Julie Christofferson case. The jury awarded Christofferson 175 times damages 
or 175 times model 1. We view this as excessivr and have taken a more conservative model 
posture. 

Each model is made up of the sane prospective case listings. For Clearwater on page_. 


Notes on Kodels. 

The models just reviewed consider only Clearwater, 71a. cases. To construct those models 
various assumptions wore made. First, each case would reach the trial stage of litigation 
with a plantiffs verdict. C ertainly the possibility for settlement exist r and tha— 
Scientologist have made some overtures to settle, but we view this as a renore possibilit y. 
Secondly, the possibility of a defendants vordlct exists or specfically the Investors 

downside risk, this pos sibility will be reviewed s hortly.'Each of-the cases discussed 

in the. model were chosen useing most personal damages priority basis. In mother words 
of th e many potential cases in Clearwater those person most seriously damaged by t he 

ociontoIogostTwlll be prepared and filed 'first.' Consequently, the easels have the best 

opportunity for large jury awards. Each model is "pre pared on a”slnple reve nue producing-^ 
b »~sis. Tax conscqmi7reo7~lftVestmenu crodit applicability and subchapter will f 2 /) 

po dlsccusod at a later time. 
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•Table C 


Model 1 - C;oarwater Fla Only 

Tonja Burden 

Jane Doe |( - 

Jane Doe 

Jane Doe 

Janoe Doe 

jane Doe 

total 


5,352,000 

515,000 

286,000 

285,000 

152,000 

* 4 - 6.000 

7,038,300 



Revenue 


Account Receiveable 19200 

Fees 6,422,300 x x 25*6S8jS38_ 

860,638 ” 




(38$4 = legal fees) 

(25^ = Flynn Associates fee) 


Presently 40# of the company is offered 

A 4J? share holder initial investment of 18000 would yield a return of 
34,425 (4^x860,638) within this model before taxes* 


t Kodel 2 - Clearwater, Fla, only 


• Tonja Burden 
Jane Doe 
Jane Doe 
Jane Doe 
Jane Doe 
Jane Doe 


—** Medium 

8,842,852 
586,600 
585,700 
552,000 
4,650,000 
2,200,000 

17.M7.15* 



Revenue 


$ 


Accounts recoivoable 192,000 
Fees 17,417,152 x38 $ x 2$S 1.654,629 

1,846,629 

A 45S share holder with initial investment at 18000 would realise a yield of 
73,865 in this model before taxes* 










































Model 3 - Clearwater Fla only 


Tonja Burden 
Jane Doe 
Jane Doe 
Jane Doe 
Jane Doe 
Jane Doe 

'Revenue 



Moderate 

13,104,404 

1,586,600 

1,552,000 

8,450,000 

4.400.000 

30,673,704 


• Severe 


Accounts Receivable 192,000 

Fees 30,678,704 x385oc25$ 2.914.476 

3,106,475 

A 4 jf share holder vlth an Initial investment of 18000 vould realize a yield of 
124,259 in this model before taxes 



































About the Proposal 

The following proposal contains an evaluation of filed and yot to be filed Scientology 
cases from the law firm of Attorney Michael Flynn. The evaluation was prepared by Flynn 
Associates Management Corporation. The purpose of the evaluation is to prioritise 
which Scientology cale’s to proceed with from a cost/benefit viewpoint. 

The introduction to the proposal vas prepared by Atty Michael Flynn, lead counsel 
in the law firm, for Flynn Associates Management Corporation. The introduction is a short 
history of the litigation concerning Atty Flynn’s Office. 

After the evaluation of law suits, Flynn Associates Management Corporation organised at 
network of lawyers throughout the United States to bring the lawsuits on behalf of agrleved 
former Scientologist. To adminstrate their “turn key” lawsuits in strategic geogrpahi© 
areas. Discussion of this is included in the proposal under the section entitled May 
Conference. - 

Finally, a short prospectus to purchase shares in Flynn Associates Management Corporation 
is Offered. The purpose of the offering is to increase the capability of Flynn Associates 
M&n&gemont Corporation to proberly coordinate and adminstrate Scientology litigation. The 
offering is made to selected persons in Clearwater , Fla. 

About the' Conference 

On Kay 16-18 a conference was held to introduce the case development program. Attending 
the conference were lawyers representing prominent law firms int Boston, New York, Florida, 
Denver, Washington D.C., San Frnasico, Dos Angeles, Las Vegas, New Jersey and Texas. Also 
in attendance were outside speakers such as Gene Methvcn, Senior Editor of Readers Digest. 
Ehclosed in this section are topics of discussion and the agenda and outline used a t the 
conference. ..~ --- 



























UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


CIVIL DOCKET NO. 
79-2491-G 


LAVENDA VAN SCHAICK AND SILVANA ) 

GARR1TANO, on behalf of them- ) 

selves and all others similarly ) 

situated, ) 

Plaintiffs ) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, ) 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF NEVADA, ) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF FLORIDA, ) 

FOUNDING CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

WASHINGTON, D.C., CHURCH OF ) 

'SCIENTOLOGY OF NEW YORK, and L. ) 

I RON HUBBARD and MARY SUE HUBBARD, ) 

Defendants ) 


AFFIDAVIT OF NANCY GERTNKK IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
UNDER RULE 23 (D) 


I, Nancy Gertncr, being duly sworn, do depose and say: 

1. My name is Nancy Gertner and I represent the defendants 
in the above-entitled action. This affidavit is offered in 
support of the Defendants* Motion for a Preliminary Injunction 

i .. 

jUnder Rule 23(d) enjoining counsel for the plaintiff, Michael J. 



jFlynn, Thomas M. Greene, Thomas G. Hoffman, William Sheridan, 

| asd Philip K. Mu Ivey, fcter_alia, from bringing further lawsuits 
Lgainst the Church of Scientology, soliciting additional 
plaintiffs or communicating with members of the unnamed class 
without prior approval by this Court. It is based primarily upon 
locuments secured by the defendants through official court - and 
government records, and correspondence with Messrs. Flynn, lloffman 




-• *r • '•:>*< V. V" } ' 


' ’ ; -*v- 

• •* V 


s . 


-. 


* 





















tg? & 

and Greene. It is also based on abirdoned documents which were 

' recovered from the "trash" of Mr. Flynn and which have been 
V 

the subject of an inquiry to the Board of Bar Overseers, dated 
August 21, 1981 (attached to Plaintiffs Motion for an Injunction 
dated September 4, 1981). 

2. The instant action was filed on December 1?, 1979 as 

i 

broadly defined national class action. In an amended complaint, 
filed on May 27, 1980, • the plaintiff defined the class to 

consist of the following: 

"all persons who have paid money or property to any 
Church of Scientology,* its employees or agents, including 
the defendants, and which money and property has been paid 
or provided to the defendants as a result of violations 
by the defendants of Title 18 U.S.C. $2 1964." 

In addition to other class action allegations, the complaint 

alleged, in tor alia , that n) the "attorneys for plaintiffs 

are experienced and capable in litigation and have adequate 

knowledge of the facts;” b) that the "named plaintiffs as 

representatives will bear whatever costs are incurred in 

bringing this class action;" c) that counsel for the plaintiffs 

consist of attorneys Flynn, Greene, Sheridan, Hoffman and Mulvey; 

d) that a class action "is superior to other available methods 

* for the fair and efficient adjudication of the controversy," 

| and e) th3t the "concentration of the litigation of the 

!i claims avoid duplicative proof which individual suit& would 

necessitate," and f) that "such concentration also promotes 

fairness ana efficiency by having defendants not have to defend 

multiple suits ..." 
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3. Shortly after filing this lawsuit, the plaintiffs 
moved to enjoin the prosecution of a lawsuit brought against 
the plaintiffs and others in the District of Nevada, again re¬ 
iterating the claim that the class action filed in this juris¬ 
diction should be the vehicle for the* comprehensive resolution 
of all claims. See Plaintiff*s Memorandum in Support of Motion 
to Stay Subsequent Proceedings, filed February 12, 1980. 

4. However, between the December 1979 filing of this 


lawsuit to this date, counsel for the plaintiffs have taken 
absolutely no steps in the direction of securing class certifica¬ 


tion, either filing a motion for class certification or conducting 
discovery on class issues. Indeed, counsel for the plaintiffs 


i 


have persistently attempted to block all efforts by the j 

defendants to determine the purported scope and nature of the 
class, information which the defendants have a right to under 
the Federal Pules of civil procedui c. and information which 
class counsel has a responsibility to provide. In response to 
virtually all of the defendants* interrogatories on this issue 
(served on August 9, ) the plaintiff made the following 


wholly specious objection: 

"As this interrogatory expressly seeks information 
calculated to show either the presence or absence of a 
class action requirement under Rule 23, rather than for 
purposes relating to the merits of the case in general, 
it is objected to; the pleadings and record before the 
Court contain sufficient information to allow a class 
action determination." 


5. At the same time, notwithstanding the allegations in 
this class complaint, the arguments made by plaintiff*s counsel. 
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land the responsibilities of class counsel outlined in Rule 23, 

i 

pounsel for the plaintiff claims to have filed 
Luroerous additional Individual actions representing the claims 
of twenty-seven individuals since the date of filing of this 
ulass action lawsuit. Moreover, these claims involve virtually 

•{identical complaints, causes of actions, and indeed, verbatim 

I 

pleadings. They have been filed in federal and state courts 
throughout the country. They include inter alia the following: 

v 

A. Marjorie Ha ns en v. C hurch of Scientology of Boston 

% 

hnd Church of Sc i entol o gy of Califotnia , filed on April 2, 1980 
jin Suffolk Superior Court. Causes of action in this case are 
j r raud. Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress, Invasion 
pf privacy. Breach of Fiduciary Duty, Breach of Contract, Fair 
Labor Standards Act violations, and Unfair and Deceptive Trade 
practices. Messrs. Flynn, Hoffman, and Greeneare counsel for 
he plaintiff. 

B. Jan et Troy v. Church o f Scientology of Boston and 
of Scientology of California , filed on April 2, 1980 in 

Suffolk Superior Court. Causes of action in this case are 
identical to the causes of action in Hanse n. Messrs. Flynn, 

jjoffman, and Greene are counsel for the plaintiff. 

« 

j C. Tonj a Burden v. Chu rch of Sciento l ogy of California , 

Zhurch of Scientology o f Florida, L . Ron Hubbard, Mary Suo Hub - 
sard , filed on 7»pril 25, 1900, in The United States District 
bourt for the Middle District of Florida, Tampa Division. 

Zauses of action in this case are Fraud, Intentional Infliction 
of Emotional Distress, Breach of Contract, violations of Fair 
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Labor Standards Act# Racketeer-Inflncnced Corrupt Organiza¬ 
tions Statute Violations, Trover or Conversion# Imprisonment 
and Slavery. Counsel for the plaintiff arc Mr. Flynn, Mr. 


. Logan of St. Petersburg, Florida, and Mr. Cunningham of Tampa, 

it 

j] Florida. 

D. Jose Baptista v . Chu rcli of S cient olog y . Mission of 
Cambridge, I nc. (President of Corp oration ), filed on March 

v, 

10, 1981, in Middlesex Superior Court. Causes of action are 

% • 

Fraud, Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress, Invasion 
of Privacy. Breach of Fiduciary Duty, and Unlicensed Practice 
of Medicine. (All counts, except Unlicensed Practice of 
Medicine, were dismissed last month.) Counsel for the plaintiff 
were Messers, Flynn, Greene, and Hoffman, and Mr. Jenkins of 
Boston. 

E. A:; extensive counterclaim in Church of Scientology 

of Boston, Inc, v. Mic h ael Flynn, S tev en Carritano, Lucy Garritant 


V • 
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James Gervais, and Peter Graves , filed on April 2, 1980 in 


Suffolk Superior Court, in the name of all the defendants but 
Mr. Flynn. Causes of action are Fraud, Intentional Infliction 
of Emotional Distress, Invasion of Privacy, Breach of Contract, 
Violations of The Fair Labor Standaids Act, False Imprisonment, 


|Civil Rights violations, and Consumer Fraud. Mr. Greene is 


counsel for the counterclaimants. 

F. P eggy Bear v. Church of Scientology of California, 
Church of Scientology of New York , C hurch of Scientology Mission 


of East Manh a ttan, L. Ron Hubba r d, Mary Sue Hubbard, Celebrity 


C enter , filed on July 28, 1981 in United States District Court 


for the Southern District of New York. Causes of action are Fraud 
Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress, Invasion of 
Privacy, Breach of Fiduciary Duty, Breach of Contract, Racketeer- 
j Influenced Corrupt Organization statutes violations. Unfair and 
Deceptive Trade Practices. The plaintiff's counsel are Messrs. 
Lipsig, Sullivan, Liapahis, and Holman of New York? Mr. Flynn 
is of counsel. - 

6. In correspondence with counsel for the defendants and 
'{others, counsel for the plaintiff have represented that they 
plan to file between 100 to 1000 more lawsuits by the end of 
1981. On August 31, 1981, Michael J. Flynn, attorney for the 
class plaintiff, wrote to Charles Le Cher, Mayor of the City 
of Clearwater, Florida and others (the letter being part of the 
public record, and obtained from public officials in Clearwater) 
at p. 4s 
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"To date, we are engaged in lawr.uits on behalf of 27 
Scientology victims, have consulted many individuals who 
have succeeded in getting their money back from Scientology, 
and have 100+ cases waiting to be filed nationwide if 
we can motivate the legal profession to assist these 
people." 

attached hereto as Exhibit "A" is the August 31, 1981 letter to 
'(Charles LcCher and others,from Michael J. Flynn. See. also SS 7B, 
!9G, infra (estimating 1000 cares by the end of 1981). 

i 

7. The purpose of this multiplication of lawsuits is 

v. 

precisely the opposite of the purposes for which a class action 
lawsuit is designed: these lawsuits are designed to tax the 
Church of Scientology to the breaking point, to inconvenience 
and harass that institution so that it will be forced to settle 
[with counsel for the plaintiffs, and to maximize the profits that 

I 

Iwill accrue to the lawyers. In correspondence with California 
ijcounscl for the Church of Scientology, Jay D. Roth, Mr. Flynn 

i 

^represented himself to be in control of litigation, far beyond 
the cases for which he or his associates were listed as counsel. 


indicating that he mi... . ion to "settle" those additional 

ji 

:'cases as wel3. Moreover, Flynn repeatedly threatened Roth 


4<V 

ti 


ith the filing of still more lawsuits 


# 


unless his price was 



I 


met by the Church of Scientology. 

A. On June 2, 1981, Flynn notes: 

"Despite the breakdown of the previous settlement 
discussions, perhaps it would be fruitful for the Church 
to make a proposal for the settlement of all existing 
cases. Such a proposal should be made within the next 
14 days because an additional 8-10 cases are in the process 
of being commenced in Washington, New York and Los Angeles. 





























COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 


SUFFOLK, SS. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
DEPARTMENT OF 

THE TRIAL COURT 

• 

i 

.~ —siSET. __ . 

************* 

* * t 

* 


CARY A. PAPPAS, 

* 

A 

• 

Plaintiff 

• • IV 

* 

• 


* 

CIVIL ACTION 

v. 

+ 

NO. 

* 

* 

•\ »*%*«.** #•'**•■ ' 

WAYNE B, HOLLINGSWORTH, 

* 

1 ■' c** ■ 

Defendant 

W 

* 

* 

* 

Ju. 61351 



* :, cU£^ •" 


MO DAVIT OF G ARY A, PAPPAS 


1. Gary A. Pappas, on oath do depos* and say: 

• 1. I am a member of the Massachusetts bar and an 
attorney engaged in private practice in Boston, Massachusetts. 

2. In February, 1991 Wayne B. HoXXingsvorth and 1 

: 

made an oral agreement to enter into a partnership for the 
practice of law. We agreed to share equally in both the 
profits anid losses of the business and to havo an equal 
voice in the management of the business. 

3. We practiced together under the fine mm ef 
"Hollingsworth & Pappas" from April 1, 1MX through March 17, 
1983, at Which time Wayne B. Hollingsworth gave me notice 

of hie desire to terminate the partnership. 

4. Since March 17, WW, I hare requested m account¬ 
ing for and payment of my share of the partnerehip property. 
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Mr. Hollingsworth has refused, end has denied me access to 
partnership records and use And possession of nost of the 
partnership property. 

5, The following is a partial list of partnership 
property as of March 17, 1963, as to which I a* entitled to 
a 50% share, after payment of liabilities and partnership 
contributions and subject to accounting for previous partner- 
ship draws. This ll%t is based on my memory and information 
and belief, prepared without reference to Uie original 

• t 

books and records of the partnership, and may not be complete. 

Equity in real estate. 


t 

4 


#10 Union Wharf 

% 75,000 

Equity in Wang Computer Word 
Processing System 

20,000 

3 copying machines 

10,000 

7 typewriters * 

10,000 

Office furniture and fixtures 

105,000 

Office equipment in . 
Hollingsworth's home 

10,000 

Estimated collections and 
accounts receivable: 

Commercial Union 

Other clients 

500,000 

250.000 

• 

4980,000 


6. Since the dissolution of tfeo partnership on 
March 17, 1983, the partnership bank account has been 
closed and Mr. Hollingsworth has opaned a bank account of 
hie own. Since the dissolution of the partnership. Nr. 
Hollingsworth has received substantial feea for legal work 
performed during the course of the partnership, which fees 
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he has deposited into his new account. On information and 
belief, since February of 1983 Nr. Hollingsworth has received 
and deposited in the bank approximately $500,000 on account 
of legal services performed during the course of the partner¬ 
ship. Despite a demand by me, Z have not received any part 
of these fees received from Nr, Hollingsworth. 

7. During the course of the partnership, Wsyne B. 
Hollingsworth engaged*in repeated transactions diverting 
partnership funds for his personal ues without sty prior 
knowledge. Some examples are; 

a. In June, 1982, Wayne B. Hollingsworth 
purchased a new Nercedea automobile for approximately 
$32,000. In October, 1982, I discovered that the 
monthly payments of about $850 wore being charged 
to the firm. 

• b. In the fall of 1981, Wayne B. Hollingsworth 
purchased a Grumman Tiger aircraft for approximately 
$28,000, and in the summer of 1982 he bought a 
Lake Sea Plane for approximately $50,000. In 
April, 1983, Z discovered that payments for these 
planes were made out of firm funds beginning in 
: about November or December of 1982. 

c. In January or February, 1983, I learned 
' that Wayne B. Hollingsworth had taken $15,000 
from the firm as a "loan" in August or September 
1 of 1982. 


d. In April, 1983, X learned that Wayne B. 
Hollingsworth had taken out a $25,000 pertonal 
loan In September, 1982, which was repaid with 
firm funds. 

8. Although Wayne B. Hollingsworth Is the beneficial 
owner of the Mercedes and two airplanes described above, 
title to them Is held by LexAlr Ltd., a New Hampshire 
corporation which was set up by Mr. Hollingsworth. 
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9. Mr. Hollingsworth and hi a wife, June, are the ' 

» beneficial owners of two pieces of realty (one in Belmont, 

! Massachusetts and one In Mount Vernon, Maine}, but title to 
the properties Is held in the name of two real estate 
trusts formed by Mr. Hollingsworth. 

10. Mr. Hollingsworth has flown to the Grand Cayman 

Islands a number of times in recent years. In reviewing 

* 

partnership check records following dissolution of the 
partnership, X became aware of check No. 756, dated Kay 13, 
1982, payable to the "Guinness Mahon Cayman Trust Ltd.," 
drawn by Mr. Hollingsworth’s wife who was serving as book¬ 
keeper for the firm. The check was charged as a loan 
repayment, and X have never received an adequate explanation 
for the check. X have also been told that Mr. Hollingsworth 
has "borrowed" over $100,000 from some source, in the Cayman 
! Islands and that he has a bank account there. 

|, 11. Because of Mr. Hollingsworth's pattern of diversion 

| of partnership funds for his own use, his repeated use of 

t 

| trusts to hold property, and the information relating to 
his Cayman.Island contacts, as set forth In Paragraphs 7 
\ through 10 above, I believe that there is a clear danger 
] that, if Mr. Hollingsworth is notified in advance ef an 

i • 

attachment or trustee process against liquid assets such as 
j bank accounts, deposits and credits, he will withdraw such 
'! assets and remove them from the state or conceal them. 



; 
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13. Insofar as the matters stated above are stated on 



COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
Suffolk, bs. .July6. 1983 


Then personally appeared before me the above-named 
Cary A. Pappas and acknowledged the foregoing facts to be 
true. 



A 

Noti 




lot ary Pub 

My commission expires* J_ 
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COMMONWEALTH OP MASSACHUSETTS 


!i 


v| 


SUFFOLK, SS. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
DEPARTMENT OP 
THE TRIAL COURT 


GARY A. PAPPAS, 


Plaintiff 


v. 



WAYNE B, HOLLINGSWORTH, 

Defendant 


SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT 

Z, Gary A. Pappaa, on oath do depose and say* 

1. In approximately Decanker of 1981, Commercial Union 
Insurance Company became a client Of the firm of •Hollingsworth 
t Pappas.* The firm assumed the defense of approximately 2,000 
asbestos cases for Coamerolal Union. 

2. . Prom May, 1982 through the dissolution of "Hollingsworth 
I 6 Pappas" on March 17, 1983, work for Commercial union generated 

! substantial revenues and receipts for the firm. 

3. Attached hereto is a copy of the firm's bill to 
Commercial Union in the amount of 892,119,43 for the months of 
April and May, 1982* 

4. a present employee of Weyne 9. Hollingsworth told ms 

within the last ten days that paymsnts la oacots of |500,908 . ,■ 

had bean received from Commercial Union during the period 

j 

February, 1983 through June, 1983, 

p 

V , 
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5. "Hollingsworth & Pappas" operated at a bona fide 
partnership during the period April 1* 1961 through March 17, 
1963 and filed partnership federal and state income tax returns 
for 1981. Similar partnership tax returns have been prepared 
but not yet filed for 1962. 

6. Insofar as the matters stated above are stated on 
Information and belief, X believe them tc^b 

1 • *:' ^-7 

Jfary’X/Pappas 

COMMONWEALTH OP MASSACHUSETTS 

ij Suffolk, 8S. '• July 6, 1983 

Then personally appeared before me the above-named Gary A, 
Pappas and acknowledged the foregoing facts to be true. 
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 


SUFFOLK, SS, 


it************** 

CARY A. PAPPAS, 

Plaintiff 

v. 

WAYNE B. HOLLINGSWORTH, 
Defendant 

*************** 


X 

CIVIL ACTION 
NO. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
DEPARTMENT OF 
THE TRIAL COURT 


62657 








VERIFIED C OMPLAINT 

1. This action Is brought by one partner of a two- 
partner law firm after dissolution of the partnership, 
seeking an accounting for and payment of his interest in 
the partnership property pursuant to Mass. Gen. Laws ch, 

108a, H 38, 40, and 43. 

2. The plaintiff Gary A. Pappas is an attorney-at-law 
with offices and a usual place of business at 10-11 Union 
Wharf, Boston, Suffolk County, Massachusetts, 

3. The defendant Wayne B. Hollingsworth is an attorney* 
at-law with offices and a usual place of business at 10-11 
Union Wharf, Boston, Suffolk County, Massachusetts. 

4. In early 1981, the plaintiff and the defendant 


reached an oral agreement to enter Into a partnership for 

























the practice of law. The terms of the partnership were 
that the partners were to share equally in the profits and 
losses of the partnership and in the management of the 
partnership. 

5. Effective April 1, 1981, the plaintiff and the 
defendant began doing business as a legal partnership under 
the name of ''Hollingsworth & Pappas," initially at 11 Union 
Wharf and subsequently at 10-11 and 30 Union Wharf, Boston. 

6. On March 17, 1903, the defendant Hollingsworth 
gave the plaintiff Pappas notice of his desire to terminate 
the partnership of "Hollingsworth & Pappas," and the partner¬ 
ship was thereby dissolved. 

7. Since the dissolution, the defendant Hollingsworth, 
despite requests by the plaintiff, has refused to meet with 
the plaintiff to wind up the partnership's affairs and has 
refused to render an accounting to Pappas for Pappas' share 
of the partnership property, Including its profits. The 
defendant has also deprived the plaintiff of his right to' 
possession, use and enjoyment of a substantial portion of 
the property of the partnership. 

6. As of the data of dissolution of the partnership, 
March 17, 1983, the plaintiff had an absolute right pursuant 
to Mass. Gen. Laws ch. 108A, § 43, to an accounting. 

9 . Upon dissolution of the partnership, the plaintiff 
had the right to a payment in cash ©f his interest in the 
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partnership property remaining after Uie payment of ell 
liabilities, pursuant to Mass. Gen. Laws ch. 106A, f§ 38 
and 40, 

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff prays that the Court: 

A. Decree the dissolution of the partnership of 
"Hollingsworth & Pappas" effective March. 17, 1983, end 
order the winding up of its affairs and the liquidation of 
its property; 

£. Order a full accounting for all property, assets 
and profits of the partnership and order that Hollingsworth 
pay to Pappas the amount owed Pappas pursuant to such an 
accounting; and 

C. Grant such other relief as it may deem just and 


proper. 

CARY A. PAPPAS 


By his attorneys. 



Amos Hugh Scott 
CHOATE, HALL « STEWART 
60 State Street 
Boston, MA 02109 
Tel. (617) 227*5020 

Dated; July ^ , 1983 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 

SUFFOLK, S$. July &, 1983 

Then personally appeared before me Gary A. Pappas and 
acknowledged that the facts stated herein are true except ^ 
as to those facts which are stated to be on Information and / 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 



I# Carmen A. Frattaroli, attorney for the 
plaintiff, hereby certify that I have this 21st day of 
September, 1982, served a copy of the foregoing 
Memorandum in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion for 
Protective Order by mailing a copy of same postage 
prepaid, directed to: J. Owen Todd, Esquire, Hale and 
Dorr, 60 State Street, Boston, MA 02109. 


CARMEN A. FRATTAROLI 
Costello, Hourihan, 
Frattaroli and Barrett 
Two Salem Green 
Salem, MA 01970 
(617) 745-8670 





















tfl* original in tin* Cl«rtfi Office. 
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SUFFOLK, m. 



SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 
OF THE TRIAL COURT 
CIVIL ACTION 


Gary A. Pappas 


v. 


Jtfaynfe B. Hollingsworth 


62657 


No. 




Jui V 


ilLi*' v‘ 

* Otfend*itt(4 


•»> .\* 
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SUMMONS 


To the above-named Defendant: Wayne B. Hollingsworth 

You arc hereby summoned and required to serve upon Amoa -H ugh Scott,. Choate. Hall , 
& Stewart 

plaintiffs attorney, whose address it fin c»TA»f f ftnsfnn, MA 02109 .an answer to 

the complaini which is herewith served upon you, within 20 days after service of this summons upon you. 
exclusive of the day or service. If you fail to do so, judgment by default will be taken against you for the 
relief demanded in the complaint. You are also required to file your answer to the complaint in the office 
of the Clerk of this court at Boston either before service upon plaintiffs attorney or within a reasonable 
time thereafter. 

Unless otherwise provided by Rule 13(a). your answer must state as a counterclaim any claim which you 
may have against the plaintiff which arises out of the transaction or occurrence that is the subject matter of 
the plaintiff's claim or you will thereafter be barred from making such daim In any Other action. 

Witness. JAMES P. LYNCH, JR., Esquire, at Boston, the__day of 

July __ in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and - 



NOTES. 

1. This summons Is issued pursuant to Rule 4 of the Massachusetts Rules of Civil Procedure. 

2. When more than one defendant Is involved, the names or all defendants should appear In the capt** 1 V a separate summons b 
used for each defendant, each should be addressed to the particular defendant. 


J. TO PLAINT llT’S ATTORNEY: PLEASE CIRCLE TV FT Of ACTION INVOLVED __ 

(I) - TORT —<2j MOTOR VEHICLE TORT - (J) CONI RACT -£) - EQUlTABl f Rl I icT^ (Jj - OT 


OTHCk 


#> 




form CIV. P. 1 2nd *o 






















COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 


; SUFFOLK, SS> 


SUPERIOR COURT 
DEPARTMENT OF 
THE TRIAL COURT 


**************** 
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! GARY A. PAPPAS, 

i 

Plaintiff 

v. 

WAYNE B. HOLLINGSWORTH, 
Defendant 


62657 


CIVIL ACTION 
NO. . 


C""- 


Jft. tv 


its* 


CERTIFICATE CONCERNING INSURANCE 


I, Gary A. Pappas, the plaintiff in this case, hereby 
I state that I practiced lav in a partnership with the defendant. 


j' Wayne B. Hollingsworth, from April 1, 1981 through March 17, 
j 1983 and that I do not know of any liability insurance held 
I by the defendant which will be available to satisfy a 
| judgment in this case, nor do 1 have any reason to believe 
























COKtONVEALTH 


or MASSACHUSETTS 


SUFFOLK, K, SUmiOft COURT DEPART**!?! 

or THE TtUL COURT 
cim action 



IRIS CAUSE CAME OH TO Et BEARD UPON AH EX PARTE MOTION POE AH ORDER 
OF APPROVAL 07 ATTACHMENT ON TRUSTEE PROCESS, AMD THEREUPON, UPON CONSIDERATION 
THEREOF, THE COURT HEREBY FINDS THAT: 

Cj^J THERE IS A REASONABLE LIKELIHOOD THAT THE PLAINTIFF WILL RECOVER 
JUDGMENT, INCLUDING INTEREST AND COSTS, IN AN AMOUNT EQUAL TO Ot 
GREATER THAN THE AMOUNT OP THE TRUSTEE PROCESS OVER AND ABOVE ANT 
LIABILITY INSURANCE KNOWN OR REASONABLY BELIEVED TO BE AVAILABLE, 

AND THAT EITHER 

2. THE PERSON OF THE DEFENDANT IS NOT SUBJECT TO THE JURISDICTION 
OF IBB COURT IN THE ACTION,* OR 

THERE IS A CLEAR DANCER THAT THE DEPENDANT IF NOTIFIED IN ADVANCE 
OF THE ATTACHMENT ON TRUSTEE PROCESS WILL WITHDRAW THE GOODS, 

EFFECTS OR CREDITS FROM THE HANDS AND POSSESSION 07 THE TRUSTER 
AND REMOVE TBBt FROM THE COMMONWEALTH OR WILL CONCEAL TRW,* OR 

4. THERE IS PMEDIATE DANCER TEAT THE DEFENDANT WILL DISSIPATE THE 
CREDITS, OR DAMAGE OR DESTROY THE GOODS OR EFFECTS TO BE ATTACHED 
ON TRUSTEE PROCESS,* 

THEREFORE, THE COURT HEREBY APPROVES ATTACHMENT ON TRUSTEE PROCESS 
IN THE AMOUNT OP a gg --- 

SUBJECT TO ALL APPLICABLE - DmoWNS AND^LIBATION PROVIDED *Y LAW. 



FORM Ci*.P.7(R*v.) 10-78 SOO 
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
SUFFOLK , SS. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
NO. 


PHILIP F. MULVEY, JR., 
Plaintiff 

VS. 

WAYNE B. HOLLINGSWORTH and 
GARY A. PAPPAS, 

Defendants 


) 


5523 


r* 


AffUDAYUL QF PHILIP F. MULYE Y ., JfL. 

I, Philip F. Mulvey, Jr., being duly sworn, 
depose and say: \ ^ u Cl ','.\. c '^ v ct 

That I am an attorney and a member of the ^\.ll 
Massachusetts Bar Association, having been admitt^,#.^^ 
to practice law in this Commonwealth in the spring of 
1977. 

My education includes a B.A. in Biology from 
Clark University, an M.S. in Biology from Bowling 
Green University, a Ph.D. in Biology from the State 
University of New York at Buffalo, and a J.D. from 
Suffolk University. 

Prior to entering the profession of law, I 
worked for NASA and the United States Army conducting 
scientific experiments for both. 

I also taught at Suffolk University in the 
Biology Department for twenty-one (21) years, full 
time and part time. 

After having been admitted to the Massachusetts 
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Bar in 1977, and while still teaching at Suffolk 
University, I opened my own law office and began to 
specialize in the field of plaintiff-medical 
malpractice. Presently, my caseload is about ninety 
(90) percent medical malpractice. 

In November of 1981, I joined the law firm of 
Wynn & Wynn, One Taunton Green, Taunton, 

Massachusetts and stayed there until June 4, 1982, at 
which time we amiably parted ways because the firm 
did not wish to get into medical malpractice 
litigation on a large scale. 

Prior to this time, I had met and talked to 
Wayne B. Hollingsworth of the firm of Hollingsworth 
and Pappas, Ten Union wharf, Boston, Massachusetts, 

about the feasibility of becoming associated. There 

\ 

was a need for someone with a medical background to 
join said firm because Hollingsworth & Pappas were to 
be handling a large number of asbestos cases, being 
defense counsel. 

On or about June 1, an agreement was reached 
that I would receive a salary of $45,000.00. 
Additionally, with regard to five (5) to six (6) 
significant medical malpractice cases I had worked on 
for years, there would be a percentage fee split with 
the firm on any monies received on these cases. 
Specifically, sixty (60) percent of the fees received 
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by the office on these cases would go to myself and 
forty (40) percent to the firm. On or about June 7, 
1982, I commenced employment with the defendants' law 
firm. 



On or about Thursday, July 8, 1982, one of the 
significant cases I brought to the firm was settled 
for $800,000.00. The name of the case is Clair 
O'Callaghan, Executrix for the Estate of Francis 
Dorion v. John Murphy, et al, Norfolk Superior Court, 
and it was referred to me by Attorney Thomas Barron, 
1372 Hancock Street, Quincy, Massachusetts, who was 
to receive fifty (50) percent of the fee. 

After the settlement of this case, but prior to 
any disbursements, defendant, Wayne B. Hollingsworth 
refused to go along with the earlier agreements. He 
wanted to give Attorney Thomas Barron less than his 
percentage, and offered to give me far less than my 
agreed upon share. 

I met with both partners, Wayne Hollingsworth 
and Gary Pappas and both attorneys insisted on 
changing the terms of our agreement. I steadfastly 
refused. 

On July 12, 1982, the case was on the list at 
Norfolk County. That day I settled the hospital 
portion, and received from Judge Irwin a 30-day order 
to August 12 for both parts of the case. 
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I met with Gary Pappas on July 19, 1982, and was 
told there was no change in the firm's position. On 
July 20, 1982, I began packing my files and other 
personal items, as I had told the defendants I would 
no longer be a part of this. 

At about 2:30 p.m., I told my secretary, Joyce, 
that I would be gone for thirty (30) minutes. 

When I came back, I found my plant, pictures, 
diplomas and brief, case in the reception area. My 
files and boxes were gone and Joyce was not around. 

I then met with Wayne Hollingsworth about my 
files and other contents, and asked to see them and 
he responded, "They are not here." 

At that time I sought informal advice from a 
good friend, Bob Popeo of the firing Mints, Levin, 
Cohn, Glovsky and Popeo. As a result of this call, I 
made an immediate demand for my files, which was 
again rejected by the defendant Hollingsworth. I 
also, that night, reported this possible "theft" to 
the police, as evidenced by Exhibit "A" (Incident 
Report), Finally, I met the next day with Associate 
Bar Counsel Dermot Meagher of the Board of Bar 
Overseers, and registered a formal complaint with the 
Board, 

That night my sons Philip F, Mulvey, III and 
Brian J. Mulvey went into the office of Hollingsworth 
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and Pappas asking the return of the files. Despite 
the fact that Philip was well known at the office, 
they were met with hostility. Moreover, they were 
asked to leave as trespassers, and Hollingsworth, 
while calling the police, threatened if the police 
don't arrive, that he might have to shoot them. 

I spoke to the private security officer at the 
front gate who stated to myself and to my two sons 
that there were no reports of a break-in during that 
day. 

I then felt that I needed counsel to handle this 
so I hired the law firm of Costello, Hourihan, 
Frattaroli and Barrett of Two Salem Green, Salem, 

Massachusetts. 

\ 

On July 21, 1982, my attorneys made a second 
demand, this one in writing, to the defendants for my 
files, records and personal materials. (See Exhibit 
"B") 

This letter was hand delivered by constable in 
the early afternoon of Wednesday, July 21, 1982. 

Later that afternoon, one of my attorneys, Walter A. 
Costello, Jr., had a telephone conversation with 
Hollingsworth. Costello advised him that the files 
belonged to the clients, and to the referring 
attorneys, and that he, the defendant, had no right 
to keep them. Hollingsworth refused to turn them 
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over, but left the impression that he would release 
them to the client or referring attorney, if demand 
was made. 

That night I contacted nearly all the referring 
attorneys and clients and told them what happened. 
They all agreed to cooperate fully and to make 
demands for their files. 

On Thursday, July 22, 1982, my attorneys made 
another demand for the files, again by hand delivered 
letter. See Exhibit "C a . Along with this letter, my 
attorneys included three (3) letters from attorneys 
^.''Walter L. Sullivan, (Exhibit "D") , Bryan J. Stephens, 
(Exhibit "E") and Daniel Hourihan, all making 
immediate demands for their files. Additionally, my 
attorney Carmen A. Frattaroli attempted to reach 
Hollingsworth but was told he was not in. He left a 
message, but has not received a call back. 

Attorney Sullivan went personally on Friday, 

July 23, 1982, to pick up his file (the Downing Case) 
and was told Hollingsworth was "away until Monday or 
Tuesday". Attorney Stephens and other clients and 
attorneys have made similar demands with similar lack 
of success. Also, my attorney tried to call 
Hollingsworth on Monday, July 26, 1982, without 
success. 

There are approximately twenty-four (24) files 
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involved that are being withheld, all in varying 
stages of litigation. Without these files, I cannot 
properly represent the clients' interests, and severe 
prejudice may result. 

Specifically, on this coming Friday, July 
1982, my client and plaintiff, Mrs. William Robinson, 
Executrix of the Estate of William Robinson, is being 
deposed at the offices of Ficksman & Conley, 40 Broad 
Street, Boston, Massachusetts. 

Similarly, the Brown case is scheduled for trial 
on Monday, August 2, 1982, before Judge Paul Garrity 
in Suffolk Superior Court. 

On the Green case, there was a motion for 

speedy trial. 

Thus, I am seeking a temporary restraining order 
ahd a preliminary injunction on the following 
grounds: 

a) That my clients will suffer irreparable 
injury if it is not granted. 

b) There is a likelihood of success on the 
merits. 

c) That the public interest as well as the 
interest of clients will be harmed if the order is 
not granted. 

d) . The other parties will not suffer greater 
harm if the stay is granted than if it is denied. 
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The likelihood of success is very good and the 
injunctions are sought so that Attorney Mulvey may 
continue his practice. 


Signed under the pains and penalties of perjury 
this <P7 day of July, 1982. 
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1* Loc«l Newspaper activity In cities Where clients resile and - 

lawsuits have been filed* 

I 

a) Tolevfsion appearances on newspaper* and talk shows • 

. (i.e. Boston news, programs and nomlng talk show. Good Pay) • f 

b) I’evspaper commentary — local Journalist have keyed upon criminal 

'* and tortious practices of Scientology Renters • (i.e. Eostoa l 

. Globe, Boston Herald, Real Paper, have published articles 

critical of Scientology practices as alleged in local conplaijts; 
Clearwater Sun, St. Petersburg Times, etc. have likewise exposed 
Scientology practices In outlined in local suits.) 

2. National Media attention attirbutable to our offieet 


Ik 


I a) DPI and TIP wira services have written and transcribed numerous 
f stories for their stories for thler clients, Burden complaint. 

and accusations ret L. Bon Hubbard; br.Laverence Stifler and 
; physical attack by Scientologist; LaVenda Van Schiack class 
action. 


b) 60 Minutes - our own office assisted Allan Maraynes In 
production cf Scientology documentation by providing 
witnesses and documents. 

i c) Time Mtnazlny - cut office provided extensive witnesses 
and documents to Evan Thomas. 

d) Prime Time • ©ur office assisted Stephanie Meagher with 
documents and witnesses In preparation of documentary or 
Scientology. 


( e) Reader** Digest • "Scientology* Anatomy ©f a Frightening Cult** 
assisted Gene riethvin with documents and withosses* 


f) St. T ou is Pisoatth * assitlng Bill Freivogel with fits 
Supporting documents and witness oorroboratica. 

• 

g) ^.as Vernas R evi ew Jpuma^ - assisting Sherman Frederick with 
facts, supporting documents and witness corroboration. 

I h) A BC San Fransico - Ve have assisted Tin Finely with faets 
'supporting documents, and witness oooroboration. 

i) Clearwater Su^ • we have periodocally essisted Richard leiby 
with a aeries ©f articles regarding Scientology. 

J) potions! gioulrer - assisted K.E. reporter with baekgrowtd 
• . information for article about Presely estat©. 

~k) Bnanninr • Convey 4 Selgelnan consulted extensively with us 
. • - - wile writing their book. Me provided them with particular 

documents. •* - 
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. % c ., r „^ P T» ree press - ve assisted Dick tynels with documents, 

I } &«« other backajoujd In forA»tiop yarding 

| Scientology *ad tha Gilman Sot Springs Operation. *- - 

Ios farcies T ir.es - veprevidoi L.J. Tines reporters vith clients 

' Affidavits v'rilTihey verc preparing a series of articles on 
Scientology. _ 

-} Tne t- S?g« tewer - *4 * report on XtcUol ripnn wd tho cl«M 
Action ‘in Federal Court In 3oston. .. 

o) *» rtca Wo tQ . ve eesieted P*»l tu>6«r with vitneeies, doevraentf, 
snd affidavits. • 


II, jVture Adverse Publicity 

A. Filing of future eases by city and stats 

1. “Turnkey” publicity * 

a) press package including 
m prine documents 
- vitrepss statements . • 

• previous Ti c^s irticln 

• previous tas3is ittentioo 

I" SHSWSS 

harassment and Intimidation ©f nedia. 

B. Trial of future casts 

! i) jmblie dlteecUon of tato».l Seientoleff oper.tlon 
2 ) «4U eoverefie of trlel t..tl«n» «d rrldweot 

•sales technique .. 

-missue of auditing information 
—criminal activities 

«« tr»n*for of A-O' 

-disconnect and fair-game 
-false scientific claims 
-sexual misconduct 
-R,?.F. and imprisonment 

1 dotoctor 

'l^BWHutbord p»r*on*l M»t«7 

of°Vurclory, ol • et ron i e .urrveincnc. 

tWrd partying. 

-bloun student doctrine 


i . 




C. ^adieial Precedents 


1) neus Impact of Judges decisions 
| *) Carrity 

b) Krettman * 

c ) additional casts 
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2) professional publicity to cleiros filed end Jury verdicts 
■ D. Kerch Conference (see separate section} 

£, PooV end 71 In Rights j / 

/ r. ^.oss of Business to Scientology —- 

: 1/ increased rate of defection 

* 

a) present rubers are influenced by . 

continual onslaught of bad publicity and public 
exposure ©f Scientology "dirty laundry" 

• b) potential defectors are influenced and encouraged 

byexistence of organised group of ex-Scientologists 
- who are sueig Scientology 

# c) potential defectora can • easily locate end 

fteet vith organised ex-Scientologists and receive 
support from then* % 

2) npw r.e-bership pros’-ects are impaired by growing public awareness 
of viscious, greedy, ©rirdnal, fruadulent and conspiratorial aspects 
of Scientology, and by awareness of organised group of *x-Scientolocist* 
vhe are critical of Sciontology. 























toss of Tncor.e and Dasinesi.^ 


I AdverseJftkjUcUx 

*-1Loc*l Kcv*j>sj>er 


-Rational Kedla 

' Alap Karaynes 
! Evan Thomas 
Stephanie Keafcher 
\ Sene Ktthvin 
Bill FrelvoRel 
Sherr.an Frederick 
Tin Finley 
■ Pick Lynos 

Paul Kurt* 

Paul tan car 

Convay 4 Set p.elnan 
Richard Leiby 


Activity in cities where client end lavsults art 
-T*V* Appeamacet 
-Radio Talk Show 
-Revspaper Commentary 
Attention* . 

-VPI and AP Service# 

-60 Kinutes Assistance 4 

-Tine Ka Ratine 

-Print Tine Show 

-Readers Digest 

-St* Louis Dispatch 

-t a t Ve&es Review Journal 

-A.B.C. San Francisco 

-Riverside 

-L.A. Tines 

-The Zetetil 

-American Lawyer » 

-Boston Olobe-Herald 
-SnapolnR 
-Clearwater Sun 
-Canadian Newspaper # » 

-Rational Enquirer 


TT TVtdre Adverse P ublicity 

-Filin r future cases by city and state 
| A* Turnkey Publicity 

i. Press Packs*e 

a* All Documents 
b. Witnesses 
C. Clients 

. • d. All other 

o. Rational 
f. media exposure 


p. Trial of Future Cases- 
' J, of InUm.l Sclentol.W orootto... 


I 


KcJlt Cov.ru. .f Trl.l T..tlo»y «* *Umm 

a. Sales Technique 

b. Recruiting 

e. 0.0. Activities • 

a. Risues of Audit in R Til" 

of fund* between ©rR*nitation for 
- * V*3uridictien*Vpuypo*** 

fV&ienioW Tellies 
1. Disconnect 

*. Fair Oa- - 

£««?*««/ *• *“*“• “ 4 E ' 1 * x 
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2* Professional Publicity 


► 

: 

y 

i' 


. 0. future Rational Publicity ■ 

- Kovie Rights 

- Book Rights % 

.* - (see oresent adverse publicity) 

E. 

1 .Local Kedia To be held in Clearwater (Serdnar) 

Coverage 

, 1* Clearwater Sun 
* 2* St. Petersburg Tinea 

2 . T.Y. Stationa 

• Local Kedia Attending from other atatea 

2. Professional Publication • . 

1. Atla Kagazine (American Triala Lawyers Association »(ed. note} 
2* American Lawyer * 

3* etc* 

3* Rational Kedia Attention 


Lose of IKcoae 

X. Boston Org 
l. R.Y. Kission 
6* Las Vegas Org 
; X>« Las Vegas Kission Closed ■ 
£• flag at Clearwater 



V* 
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Ex-Scientologists 
charge Hub tricks 


■ SCIENTOLOGY 

Continued from Page 1 

However, through its lawyer. 
Harvey A. Silverglate, the church 
said in a letter to The Globe that it 
is investigating the charges made 
by ’Dardano and FTiske to deter¬ 
mine if they are true, and what 
role, if any. others in the church 
might have played in the activities. 
But, Silverglate said that from the 
church investigation so far "it ap¬ 
pears quite clear*' that Dardano 
and Friske were acting without the 
authorization of the church and 
contrary to church policy. 

.Silverglate wrote that if law en¬ 
forcement authorities investigate 
and confirm the allegations, "the 
church stands ready and willing to 
cooperate with such authorities to 
achieve justice.** 

Dardano. 32. of Dorchester, was J 
a member of the church from 1972 , 
to .1975, and for part of that time 
was. involved in intelligence gather¬ 
ing add "dirty tricks.*’ Friske, a 
member of the church from 1972 to 
19$£, said he was head of internal 
security for the Boston church and 
the custodian of its most sensitive 
files. He is 35 and now lives in 
Lynn. 

The activities that Dardano and 
Friske alleged in interviews, affida¬ 
vits, depositions or other sworn tes¬ 
timony that they and others were 
involved with on behalf of the 
church include: 

• The burglary of the Belmont 
office of a psychiatrist in 1975 in 
order to steal the doctor's files on 
one of his patients, who had writ¬ 
ten a book highly critical of Scien¬ 
tology. 

• The theft of documents from r 
the Boston law firm of Bingham, 
Dana and Goukl. counsel for The 
Boston Globe, in late 1974 as part 
of a plan to monitor the newspa¬ 
per’s preparation of a Sunday Mag¬ 
azine article on the church. 

• The systematic theft and de¬ 
struction of books critical of the 
church from libraries throughout ( 
New England. 

• The planting of a church [ 
member as a volunteer inside the i 
state attorney general’s office to in- ; 
tercept consumer complaints about I 
Scientology. They said the volun- 1 
ten* also used his position to call 
other law enforcement agencies 
around the country to elicit infor- j 
motion the agencies had on the 
church. 


In addition, according to Scien¬ 
tology documents and interviews 
with Friske and Dardano. some 
members of the church were also 
engaged in a campaign to discredit 
a member of the faculty at Harvard 
Medical School, psychiatrist John 
Clark Jr., who has done extensive 
research into cults and who has 
frequently spoken out against 
Scientology. 

Church turned down interview 

Although the Boston church re¬ 
fused an interview with The Globe, 
its president. Rev. Maureen Nag£s, 
said in a letter to the newspaper 
that it is "absolutely against every 
belief and long-standing policies of 
the church to be a party to any ac¬ 
tion that is illegal." 

Referring to Dardano and 
Friske. Rev. Nagles said, "What 
these two have failed to tell you 
about is what the rest of the 
church's members were doing 
while they were committing their 
purported illegal activities. As is 
our standard daily routine, the rest 
of us were ... counseling parish¬ 
ioners . . . providing training 
courses for ministers of the church 
as well as courses to help parish¬ 
ioners in their day-to-day living 
and assisting in many worthwhile 
community-based projects." 

Most of the Dardano-Friske alle¬ 
gations were given to the attorney 
general's office in November 1960. 
after Dardano gave a statement to 
Flynn, the Boston lawyer who is 
suing the church for fraud on be¬ 
half of 32 defectors. However, ac¬ 
cording to Stephen P. Delinsky, for¬ 
mer head erf the office's criminal di¬ 
vision. a decision was made by the 
agency not to go forward with pros¬ 
ecution. in part because the six- 
year statute of limitations for pros¬ 
ecuting some of the alleged crimes 
was close to running out. 

Delinsky also said he felt Flynn 
was trying to use a possible pros¬ 
ecution of Scientologists to assist 
his own civil litigation. "I felt that 
was not the proper use of the crimi¬ 
nal justice system, and 1 felt un¬ 
comfortable.*' Delinsky, who is 
now in private practice, said re¬ 
cently. Flynn denied his intentions 
were self-serving and said it should 
be the responsibility of the attor¬ 
ney general to prosecute crimes re¬ 
gardless of who it benefits. 

• Dardano said his role in carry¬ 
ing out "dirty tricks" took place in 
1974 and 1975. the year he quit the 
church. Friske, however, said he 


was heavily involved in a harass¬ 
ment campaign against Clark in 













1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


( 


o 


IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OP CALIFORNIA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 


gj-B 


In re the Estate of ^ ^ 
L. RON HUBBARD, *’<■ 
A Missing Person. 


PROBATE NO. 47150 


REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT 




Proceedings before The Honorable J. David Hennigan, Judge of 
the Superior Court of * the State of California, County of River¬ 
side, Department XII, _on Thursday, March 17, 1983. 


APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL: 


For the Petitioner: 


CHEONG 6 DENOTE 
Attorneys at Law 
By: WILKIE CHEONG, ESQ. 
Century City North, Suite 340 
10100 Santa Monica Boulevard 
Los Angeles, California 90067 


Fot the Respondent, 
Mary Sue Hubbard: 


BARETT S. LITT and 

MICHAEL S. MAGNUSON 

Attorneys at Law 

The Oviatt Building 

617 South Olive - Suite 1000 

Los Angeles, California 90014 



BONNIE J. REYNOLDS, CSR NO. 2490 
Official Court Reporter 
3536 Tenth Street - Ste. 160 
Riverside, California 92501 
(714) 787-6656 
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BONNIE J. REYNOLDS 
CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTER 
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For example, I presently am aware of — because of 
a lot of my investigation — the subject matter in general of 
transactions involving the corporation called Intercap Limited. 
It*s a Nevada Corporation which vice president was indicted by | 
an Arizona Grand Jury,. w 

Between April *82 and June 13 of 1982, several checks 
were made payable*"from L. Ron Hubbard to Intercap Limited. Its 
connection to organized crime i6 currently being investigated 
by an Arizona Attorney General. The information and avail¬ 
ability of evidence about the control of L. Ron Hubbard's 
assets and manipulation of-those assets by several individuals 
in Intercap Limited, including"James Isaacson and Lyman Spurloce, 

'v. 

is subject matter, which -I happen to be familiar with in connec¬ 
tion with the litigation in general. 

It is directly pertinent to the proceedings here 
because we believe that the evidence is going to show the 
Court that that corporation has been wrongfully manipulating 
and controlling Mr. Hubbard's assets. Mr. DeWolfe would not 
have had access or would not have even known of the availability 
of that type of evidenceT That is simply one example. 

The problems confronting Mr. Hubbard's counsel in 
Florida, the problems of Mr. Goldfarb confronting, trying now 
to move to withdraw as counsel for L. Ron Hubbard because he 
can't consult with him and only consulting with Mr. Lenske is 
a problem the evidence of which is very important for the 
trier of fact in this case. And that type of evidence would 
not have keen made available to the Court if I didn't represent 
Mr. DeWolfe, because Mr. Cheong simply wouldn't have known 

BONNIE J. REYNOLDS 
CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTER 
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3ancuil 9(all Gflicc 
One Janeutl jRall Jfarielplncc 


£pa> Offices of 

Michael J. Flynn 

.. Dvelvetymon'Whnrf 
Gboslon, J(assacfwsdls 02109 

June 2, 1981 


Uiclephone 

(61V52S-16M) 


Jay Roth, Esquire ic 

617 South Olive Street 
Suite 510 

Los Angeles, California 90014 

v 

Dear Mr. Roth: 

The Church has made several recent requests for a demand 
and/or settlement discussions in connection with the Burden 
case in Florida. These requests have been made by local counsel 
of the Church in Tampa to our local counsel in the Tampa case. 

It would be appropriate in the future to direct all pro¬ 
posals or settlement initiatives to this office. 

Despite the breakdown of the previous settlement discussions, 

* perhaps it would be fruitful for the Church to make a proposal 
for the settlement of all existing cases. Such a proposal should 
be made within the next 14 days because additional 8-10 cases 
are in the process of being commenced in Washington, New York 
and Los Angelas. 

I would suggest that a reasonable offer for all pending 
litigation, an agreement for no future litigation involving this 
office, and a return of all "Washington documents" should be 
made with no other conditions or contingencies except releases 
and that the proposal should be not less than 1.6 million dollars. 


Very truly yours. 



MJFslf 
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XnwCffuts of 


Michael. J. Flynn 

Uaxhc ^tlnionTDharf 

JanniJjfoll Office Gboskfl, *1{<lS$achuSc!ls 02109 

■One Ghnrvtl 9(aB _ 4 (nrtcfptaee 

June 17, 1981 
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Jay P. Both, Esquire 
617 South Olive Street 
Suite 510 

Los Angeles, CA 90014 
Dear Mr. Roth: 

In reply to yoifr letter of June 10, 1981, we are proposing to 
resolve the following existing law suits: 

1. Burden 

2. Hartwell 

3. Cooper v. Church of Scientology of Boston in « 
the Federal District Court of Boston 

4. Troy 

5. Hansen 

6. Van Schaick/S. Garritano 

7. Graves, L. Garritano, S. Garritano, Gervais 

8. Stifler 

9. Donald Bear, Peggy Bear (about to be filed in 
New York) 

10. Seubert (recently filed in Washington) 

11. Varchaland Smith 

12. Schwartz (about to be filed in Washington) 

13. Peterson, Garrity, Lockwood, Jefferson (about 
to be filed in Los Angeles) 

14. Carringer, Littler, Novotney, LeCornu, McGahey 
(about to be filed in Los Angeles) 

We are not proposing to resolve any other Florida cases, or 
any other cases in the hands of lavyers not associated with us. 

We are proposing to withdraw completely from all future Sciontol— . 
ogy litigation which includes all assistance of any nature to 
other lawyers, interest groups, etc. 

If the Church is interested in our proposal, I would suggest 
that it move quickly because we are in the process right now 
of associating with 5 additional lawyers in various cities in 
connection with 20 additional law suits. We have currently 












Jay P. Roth, Esquire 
June 17, 1981 
Page 2 


developed new associations with lasers in Washington, New York, 
Los Angeles and Denver. 

Without the collection of documents, materials, witnesses and 
knowledge which we have amassed throughout the United States, 
these lawyers would, as a practical matter, be unable to proceed 
Over the next 30 days we expect to solidify our positions with 
these lawyers and double our efforts to initiate law suits on 
behalf of our numerous clients. 

We are at the crossroads of increasing the litigation or with¬ 
drawing completely from it. 

If we are unable to effectuate a settlement, we will be left 
with the sole option of increasing the litigation as rapidly 
and in as great a number as possible. We will contiue these 
efforts while the Church is deliberating about our proposal. ^. 

I will expect to hear from you as soon as possible. 



/let 



MIDDLESEX HEMS 
FRAMINGHAM, US. 
a suot 


IH3A *'SI 


Cults called growing threat 

1___ omp! • • 



DR. JOHN CLARK - 
...dangerous 


By GAIL SULLIVAN 

Mm* Staff Writar 

WALTHAM — Under the right con¬ 
ditions, political or religious ex¬ 
tremists could brainwash you. 

Cultism Is growing and is rekindl¬ 
ing anti-Semitic 
hatred among us, > 
according to a L; 

Harvard Universi- f : 
ty psychologist '*/ 
who feels people ; 
should worry more 
about ..the- v ; 
phenomenon. ‘ 

“The -Jews I L* 
know are : getting sedred,* *and I 7 



believe they should be,” John G. 
Clark, a psychiatrist on the Harvard 
Medical School and Massachusetts 
General Hospital staffs, said Tues¬ 
day. 

“You don’t have to be crazy to 
become involved with a cult,” dark 
told about 30 Waltham Kiwanians * 
who sat entranced by his story. 

He feels cults like the Unification 
Church (or Moonies as its followers 
are called)/ Scientologists, Hare 
Knshnas and members of the Divine 
Light missions —' among an 
estimated one to. three million 
cul Lists worldwide—are dangerops. 


»*v •. 




c 


(Contim4?tobm 1A) . 

"Even Born Again Christians are 
playing, with fire,” Clark said, 
because their thinking follows an ab¬ 
solutist line. The Weston psychiatrist 
recently appeared on the ABC-TV 
show “20-20.” 

After, studying the cultist 
phenomenon for the last seven years, 
he. concludes its roots reach back 
throughout history.. When social 
upheavals occur, cults flower 
because people's reasoning powers 
become overloaded and may short*, 
circuit. 

Clark defines as "dangerous” cult¬ 
thinking that hurts people, that 
breaks apart families and wipes out a 
person’s reasoning powers. 

One cult he knows of uses women 
as prostitutes—as “bait” for the cult 
to dangle to reel in religious con¬ 
verts. One group chose Boston as a 
“holy-city” headquarters because 
the metropolitan area, with its 
surfeit of colleges filled with poten¬ 
tially troubled youths, Is a good 
“marketplace.” 

In Gark’s opinion, the American 
Civil Liberties Union is aiding a bad 


\r 


cause by fighting for these cults' 
First Amendment rights of free 
speech. 

“You have to use common sense 
and have the courage to question a 
* group’s ethics,” he said. 

How does a person become con¬ 
verted to a cult in which he may find 
bis personal pride stripped away or 
bis medical needs Ignored? 

Gark says conversion can occur 
when people are emotionally 
vulnerable. They may have problems 
they would solve if given time, but 
because of emotional stress, these 
people are temporarily easy targets. 

Adolescents and people who deal 
with major crises like death and 
- divorce are such targets, he said. 

These people are forced by cir¬ 
cumstances to look at themselves 
and the future differently than they 
had tn the past Hopefully, they can 
Integrate their new experiences with 
their memories and redirect their 
lives in a healthy way. 

But cultists prey on people in need, 
of emotional support, Gark pointed 

* " Jj 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT O? CALIFORNIA 


STEVE MILLER 


vs 


t(7»»rj*T m # PLVUV, <st a 1 


s Docket Mo. 
s RI-4275-FW 
: 


DEPOSITION of JOHN C. CLARE, Jr., a 
witness called by and on behalf o^ the olaintiff, 
oursuant to notice under the ^eieral Rules of Civil 
Procedure before Joseohine C. Aurelio, CSR/pPR, a 
Notary Public in and *or the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, at the offices of Silverglate St 
Gertner, 33 Broad Street, Boston, Massachusetts, on 
Friday, April 16, 1032 commencing at 10 a.m. 


APPEARANCES s 


DONALD C. RANDOLPH, Esq., Randolph St Levanas 
11620 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA 0002S 
reoresenting the olaintiff 

JOEL LEVINE, Esq., Stilz, Boyd, Levine & 
Handzlik, Two Century Plaza, Suite 1200 
Los Angeles, CA 00067 
reoresenting the deponent 


- COMPUTER 


TRANSCRIPTION 


2Z 


HAROLD A. GARRIEL 


















1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

5 

7 

ft 

10 

1 1 

12 

1 3 

1 1 

1 5 

1 0 

10 

1 3 

10 

70 

21 

72 

23 

2 1 


1 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

------— x 

: 

STEVE MILLER . 

t 

* Docket No. 

vs. t R3-4275-FW 

ERVIN M. «*LYNU, et al s 

: 

• : 

-------x 

DROQqi^xorT o r MICHAEL J. FLYNN, a 

witness callei by ani on behalf of the olaintiff, 

pursuant to notice unier the Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure before Joseohine C. Aurelio, CSR/R°R, a 

"otarv Public in anl for tbe Comonwea 1 tb of 

Massachusetts, at the offices of Silverglate A 

Gertner', 33 Rroad Street, Roston, 'Massachusetts, on 

Thursday, Aoril 15, 1032 comnencinq at 11:30 a.T. 

APPEARANCES: 


DONALD C. RANDOLPH, Esq., Randolph & Levanas 
^1260 ’^ilslnire Roulevard, Los Angeles, CA 90025 
representing the Plaintiff 

JOEL LEVINE, Esq., Stilz, Boyd, Levine A 
Handzlik, m wo Century Plaza, Suite 1200 
2049 Century Park East, Los Angeles, CA 90057 
representing the deponent 
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purpose of the meeting was to coordinate the defense? 

A. At the meeting, I couldn't testify, 
although, I believe in the phone conversation, there 
was something before he came up. There was 
something to the effect I should come uo to see you 
so we can discuss this recently brought suit. 

Whether that falls in the 
characterization of your question, I don't know. 
That's ur> to you to decide. 

0. Do you recall what Dr. Clark sail at this 

meeting if anything? 

* 

A. »:o. I have no memory of what he said. I 
have a memory of my symoathy toward Jack Clark at 
tha t meeting. 

I remember him sitting quietly —- if 
this is the same meeting, I remember Jack Clark as a 
very quiet reserved gentleman tyoe of man. If he 
was at this particular meeting — and I've been at 
many meetinq with Jack Clark — I just have a vague 
memory of saying, how could it possibly be that he 
was sued. 

Q. How many meetings do you recall being with 
Jack Clark in which this lawsuit was discussed? 

A. I really don’t have any particular meeting 
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O. With the exception of case files that 
you’ve already testified to and your general 
business Practice in that regard, do you have 
individual f iles on any of the defendants who are 
named in the Miller case? 

A. I don't know. I would say that I've 
probably got a file on Jack Clark. 

"he reason I say this is as follows: 
Jack Clark contacted rne at one noint about 
possibility representing him. A lot of this may be 
covered by attorney-client work-oroduct. Hut I know 
we uncovered some evidence about a breakin of either 
the Lindemann Mental Health Center or some kind of 
an infiltration of some hospital facility in which 
the Church of Scientology stole some files 
pertaining to Jack Clark. 

And then I remember a separate 
incident where they brought something like a 
committee of evidence where they held like a, you 
know, like a kangaroo court about him and then they 
published it. 

I remember the outrage when I read 
those documents. I remember a sense of outrage 
together with some other things they've done to him 
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possibility in my interests and his cases somehow 
worVing together. 

Q. Do you recall whether he contacted you or 
you contacted him? 

A. Somebody from his side contacted me. I 
don't remember that it was he. 

0. Over the years since the initial meeting, 
have you had continued contact with Michael Flynn? 

A. Yes. Rather sparse. 

0. Does it have to do with lawsuits and that 
sort of thing? “ 

A. Yes. 

MR. LEVINS* bet me interject before 
you get into it. Tie may be reoresented by Michael 
Flynn in any lawsuits. If that's true, we'll have 
to be a little careful. 

Q. Are you reoresented by Michael Flynn in any 
lawsuits? 

A. Mo. 

O. Was t.he Lavina VanSchailc litigation the 
lawsuit that initially brought the two of you 
together? 

A. I don't remember. 

Q. Do you know Lavina VanSchaih? 
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Q. I’m restricting — how often would you say 

that you are in contact with Joseoh Plannigan? 

Would that be on a weekly basis, monthly basis, 

during the years logo and '31? 

A. I would say a total of — throughout 

Scientology litigation, I wouldn't even know where 

to date Joseoh Flannigan from. 

’throughout Scientology litigation, I'd 

say — well, let's see, let's think in terms of how 

manv times -- I'd say the times I've met with him, 

* 

two to five. 

Telephone conversation, five to ten. 
Even that, it may only be three or four times. m wo 
to five in the meetings and *ive to ten on the nhone 
conversations is a quess. 

0. And that's over the last two or three years? 

A. It could be the last year. I have no idea 

when I first heard from him or met Joe Flannigan. 

Q. How about Dr. Clark? What would you say is 
the frequency of the contact with Dr. Clark? 

A. Speculation, guessing -- which you're not 
supposed to do — but just to give you some 
reference point* meetings, five to 15. 

Well, not meetings. He walks in my 
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office and says, I was in the area. I just wanted 

% 

to say hello; the following is what’s been going on. 

Have I ever seen Jack Clark outside my 
office, I don't think so. Maybe once. Let’s say 
five to 15. Telephone calls, 10, 20, 30 -- guessing. 

CN You may have answered this. When did you 
first communicate or become acquainted with Dr. 

Clark? 

A. I have no idea. I don’t remember how. I 
don't know. 

0. ’’•o the best of your recollection, has it 

been during the year 1901 or was it some years 
before that? 

A. It's since Scientology beqan. Undoubtedly 
before 1901. Maybe in '90, maybe in *79. Most 
likely in '90, I don't know. 

Q. Just for purposes of time reference, you’ve 
indicated since Scientology began. I take it you're 
referring to your involvement in Scientology 
litigation? 

A. Roughly June, July *79. 

Q. June or July '79 is when that involvement 
began, is that correct? 

A. Yes. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 

C.A. S79-2491-G 


LA VENDA VAN SCHAICK, et al 
VS. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, et al 


STATEMENT OF: SILVAN A GARRITAtIO, 
take before Jean A. Philbin, Shorthand 
Reporter-Notary Public, at the law 
offices of Silverglate & Gertner, Esqrs., 
33 Broad Street, Boston, Massachusetts, 
on February 19, 1982, commencing at 
3:90 p.m. 


APPEARANCES: 

NANCY GERTNER, ESQ., 33 Broad Street, Boston, Massachusetts, 
JUDD CAREART, ESQ., 15 Court Square, Boston, Massachusetts. 


HAROLD GABRIEL CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTER 
IS VAN WART PATH NEWTON CENTRE. MASSACHUSETTS 02159 
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.. ,»v. 


... V 

' • T* • 

» .«• 


What about in the Center on Destructive Cultisra. 
of the American Family Foundation? 

No. 

Do you know a woman by the name of Margaret Singer? 

I know who she is. I don't know her personally. 

Who is she? 

: • * . • 1 •' V . • • ■ • r ■' . ;y*v 

She is someone who is involved in coiubatihgqcults. . 

• • ' • ’ * * 

Was she a plaintiff in the Flynn office? 

NO. 

Do you know what kind of contact Michael Flynn 
had with her? . ,/■.:> , \ •Y*‘ 

He got information from her. That's all I 
know. I know he had written to her ahd got 
information from her. 

Do you know a woman by the name of Betty Orsini? , 

Just the name. 

Do you know a woman by the name of Deborah 
Ankeck? 

I know the name. Again, some of these things I 
just don't remember. It's been a while, and I 

l , i •' 

am just not ~ . Vi:.;. 

v‘ - '* i.W 

Do you have any idea who she is or what she 
does? 

I don't remember now. 


•> ... 

1 •; . i. *' 


■ r \l 


;>V.»V'v!.'’- 


-. . j'V 













U.S. DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


STEVE MILLER 

-vs- 


klvin i w*:;;;, et 7\L 


t 81-4275-FW 


DEPOSITION of KEVIN M. FLYNN, taken on behalf of 
the Plaintiff, pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure, before Allan Nortonen, a Certified Shorthand 
Reporter and Notary Public in and for the Commonwealth 
pf Massachusetts, at the law offices of Geller & 
Weinberg, 100 Boylston Street, Boston, Massachusetts, 
on Wednesday, April 14, 1982, commencing at 10:10 A.M. 

Appearances: 

Donald C. Randolph, Esq., representing the 
Plaintiff 

Joel Levine, Esq., representing the 
Defendants 


HAROLD GABRIEL CERT1RED SHORTHAND REPORTER 

IS VAN WART PATH. NEWTON CENTRE. MASSACHUSETTS 02W 
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Eow about a person named Stanley Cath? 
that Is? 


Do you know who 

' *■ 

*, V . •• 

f? 9 


Stanley Cath? I've heard that name, too. I've heard that 


name. * 

How about Doctor John Clark? Did you ever hear that name? 
Yes. 

You've heard of the Boston Personal Development Institute? 
No. That's the organization to which Mr. Clark -- that's 
right, I'm sorry. I saw it on the complaint. I didn't 
notice what it was, though. 

Did you have any contact with Doctor Clark with respect to 
the Miller case? 

MR. LEVINE: You want to break that down timewise 
or want him to say anytime? 

We'll break it down timewise: prior to the filing of the 
complaint did you have any communication or correspondence 
with Doctor Clark regarding Steve Miller? 

Prior to filing the complaint, yes. 

(Discussion held off the record) 

Would you please indicate the first time you had 

communication or correspondence with Doctor Clark $•; 

»• • *. 

regarding the Miller case? :■ 

Well, I'll be reaching a bit. I would say probably in 
February, maybe, of 1981. 
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family cane to you very distressed because their son 
or daughter had entered the clergy in gone otherwise 
long-recognized religion? 

A. v e s . 

9. What religion was that, just for background'* 

A. Two or three times, in the Catholic, about 
Catholic orders. 

0. Were these families themselves Catholic or 
were they nonCatholics who had a family member that 
went into Catholicism? 

A. noth. That was easily handled. I simolv 
called up the hierarchy and said, what's going on. 
There’s something here that I'm aware of that sounds 
a little bit culty. 

'"he Catholic Church then talked to the 
family and also checked to find out what's qoing on. 
And they will also out oressure on these grouos if 
they’re niaying games. 

They wish to be nro-family. They 
don't want to tear families aoart. They don't 
believe that there is the Catholic fanilv and then 

t 

there is everything else. It's an entirely 
different structure. 

Q. When you said these groups, are you 


HAROLD A. GARRIEL 


COMPUTER TTTA*J9CRIPTIO' t 
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& Did you contact him or did he contact you? 

m t 

A I think I c&ntacted him. 

i 

Ql Did someone ask you to contact him? * ; 

% 

• r . • 

JL I think Bernard Miller. • 

Qi What did Bernard Miller ask you to do? 

A. I think he wanted to meet with John Clark. 

Q. Had you talked with Bernard Miller about Doctor Clark 
prior to this conversation? 

A. Yes. 

Qi What did you tell Bernard Miller about Doctor Clark? 

A. Well, I said that he was a psychiatrist from Harvard, 

I believe from Harvard or graduated from Harvard. And 
that he was probably as familiar with the Church of 
Scientology and its practices and effect on the mind 
as well as anyone we were aware of. That he might be 
able to counsel or whatever with the Millers or talk with 
the Millers. 

Qi For what purpose? 

A I don't know. Just to talk to them about, you know, the 
grief that they were going through or feeling. Harriet 

Miller, as I recall, she was very — was the one who Was 

/'■ 

particularly upset. j 

Qi Didn't Mr. Miller want to know whether there was someone 
that could assist them in dealing with Steve Miller — 


l 
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A. No. 

\ 

Q. <— other than yourself? ■* 

A. No. This was — I think this was after the whole 
incident, after the discussions with Steve Miller. 

fit And they asked you to refer them to a psychiatrist for 
their own use? 

A No. I told you I told Bernard Miller about Jack Clark. 

Qi When did you first mention the name of Jack Clark to 

Bernard Miller? 

A. Probably in the first meeting we ever had. 

Ql What did you say about him? 

A. I just said what I told you before. He was as much an 
expert as I knew in the field of psychiatry concerning 
cults and their effect on the mind and the families who 
suffer through them, I guess, through the problems of 
children or spouses and cults. 

Qi Had you worked with Doctor Clark in the past? 

A. Well, he'd been to our office a number of times. I had 
spoken to him three or four times. s 

Qi Did you suggest that Doctor Clark may be able to advise 

them on how to get Steve out of the Church of Scientology? 

A. No. t 

i 

Qi Did Bernard Miller indicate to you he would like the ' ‘ 

assistance of Doctor Clark for that purpose? 
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A HO. 

ft At some point in time you contacted Doctor Clark? 

A Yes. 

ft Did you call him or did he call you? * 

A I believe I called him. 

ft What did you say to him? 

A I just said — if I recall the conversation correctly, I 
said that Bernard Miller', who I -- he may have even known 
him prior to me giving the name. I think Bernard Miller 
knew of Jack Clark's name. His son was involved in the 
Church of Scientology and had — is still involved in the 
Church of Scientology, and that he had spoken with Joe 
Flanagan and Pat Osier and his decision, Steve Miller's 
decision, was to return to the church. And Harriet 
Miller I think in particular was extremely upset and they 
didn't know where to turn, didn't know what to do. That 
Bernard Miller and his wife wanted to talk to Jack Clark 
for themselves. 

ft Is that the first time you talked with Doctor Clark 
regarding the Millers, in that conversation? 

A I think so. 

« • 

ft What did Doctor Clark say to you? 

A He just said, "Well, maybe at some time I can give Bernard 
Miller a call." or "We can get in touch or meet or 

















FLYNN/WALTERS/CLARK COLLUSION 


FLYNN/WALTERS 


12/79 


Kevin or Michael Flynn calls Tonja Burden and asks 
that she come to Boston to discuss her situation with 
them, telling her that her name was given to them by 
Eddie Walters 


21/12/79 


21/12/79 
(Appr ox) 


Denise Cote, AUSA in New York, contacts Flynn regarding 
having Tonja Burden testify before a grand jury looking 
into "Operation Freakout" 

Paulette Cooper visits Walters after he calls her, or 
she calls him, to locate potential witnesses for her 
suit 


21/12/79 


26/12/79 


27/1 2/79- 
1/80 


Ernie Hartwell refuses a settlement offer and tells 
the AGLV that he has an attorney, giving him a piece 
of paper with Michael Flynn's name on it 

Kevin Flynn and Tom Hoffman meet with Walters, the 
Hartwells, Clair Bryner, Jack Chancellor, Bill Broderick, 
Don Cooper, the Herrons, Tom Jefferson and Debbie Keck 
to solicit clients for the class action suit „_ 

2H- 

Walters urges those who attended the meeting of 26/12 
to quickly complete their affidavits for Flynn 
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20/1/80 
(Approx) 


Flynn's office refers Dennis Qullligan of the Florida 
State Attorney General's Office to Walters 


24/1 

/8 
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29/1 
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with 
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John Burger 

of 

a plot by 1 

50-170 p 

eo pi e 

to get at 

least 


200 people to file suit against the Church and LRH for a 
minimum of $200 million, to put the Church into receivor- 
ship by federal court order, and to put LRH in a position 
of responsibility for the actions of staff so that he car 
be directly sued 








2/80 

(Appr ox ) 


Bill Broderick is introduced to Michael Flynn by 
Kevin Flynn with little response until he is identified 
as a friend of Eddie Walters 


2/80 


C of S Nevada files suit against Van Schaick, Walters, 
Kevin Flynn and Hoffman for conspiracy 


14/2/80 


Michael Flynn is representing the defendants in the 
C of S Nevada suit 


3/80 
(Appr ox ) 

3/80 
(Appr ox) 

18/4/80 

24/4/80 

30/6/80 

Summer 1980 

Summer 198 0 

7/80 
(Appr ox ) 

16/7/80 

8/80 

6/8/80 

18/8/80 

8/80 
(Appr ox) 


Walters claims to be constantly in touch with Flynn 
and knows about the filing of Burden's suit before it 
is filed, and is also knowledgeable about ongoing actions 
in Riverside 

Flynn's office refers NBC-TV's Prime Time to Walters 
for a show about Apple School and Scientology 

Walters calls a meeting to instigate fundraising for 
the Class Action Fund after Clair Bryner receives a 
call on this from Flynn and most of the LV disaffecteds 
have received letters requesting funds from Van Schaick 

The Class Action Fund account was opened with Kevin 
Flynn as sole signatory 

Burden claims Flynn told her to stay away from Walters 
as Walters continued to audit people and Flynn did not 
trust him 

Michael Flynn put Ann Rosenblum in touch with Walters 
when she wanted to reach Tonja Burden 

Debbie Keck first met with Michael Flynn in a meeting 
between Walters and Flynn at the Sands Hotel 

Walters claims to be working with Michael Flynn and the 
FBI on plans to raid the Flag Land Base 

Tom Findley of ABC-TV San Francisco contacts Flynn to 
get data on Walters, Wollersheim and Rosenkjar. This 
same report states that all three are also connected to 
ex-Sc ientolog 1st and deprogrammer Joey Flanagan, who is 
deprogramming for Kevin Flynn 

Walters puts Carol Garrity and Janie Peterson in touch 
with Flynn 

Walters is reported to be in close communication with 
Tom Hoffman of Flynn’s office 

Walters introduces Michael Flynn and Sherman Fredericks 
of the Las Vegas Review-Journal 

Martin Cohen, IRS lead counsel in their suit against the 
Church, is given Walter's name as a potential witness 
by Flynn's office * 









16/9/80 


11/80 


5/11/80 


12/80 

(Approx) 

1 / 81 

(Approx) 

29/1/81 

1/81 

(Appr ox ) 


10/2/81 

(Approx) 


26/2/81 


4/7/81 
(Appr ox) 

7/9/81 

12/81 

11/2/82 

3/3/82 

11/3/82 


Walters Is reported to have b 
recently after returning from 
to testify, if needed, before 


een in touch 
Tampa where 
the Tampa Gr 


with Flynn 
he was ready 
and Jury 


Joey Flanagan i6 referred to the Brothers family by 
Kevin Flynn and a-tempts a deprogramming on Byron 
Brothers, which falls, so he then refers the Brothers 
family to Walters 

Michael Flynn is reported to be still upset with 
Walters for his continuing to audit 

Kevin Flynn refers Bernard Miller to Walters, stating 
that Steve Miller should visit Walters following his 
planned deprogramming 

Walters testifies for the IRS in their suit against 
the Church regarding the 197 0-7 2 tax exemptions 

Flynn's "Class Action Case Development Program" states 
"Most of the individuals testifying in that case (the 
IRS 1970-72 case) are our clients". 

Flynn's agendas for the March and May 1981 conferences 
planned for soliciting co-counsel in the Scientology 
suits list press created by Walters in the Las Vegas 
Rev lew-Jour nal as having been created by or for them 

Steve Miller is sent to Walters following a failed 
deprogramming attempt by Joey Flanagan which had been 
orchestrated by Kevin Flynn 

Walters is pushing hard for people to sign up with 
Flynn, claiming that the Church is about to go under 
and wants to settle with Flynn, and that settlement 
talks are ongoing 

Walters met with Attorney Greg Hull, Flynn's associate 
attorney from San Francisco, when Hull interviewed 
Debbie Keck to decide if he would take her suit on. 
Walters then became Hull's Scientology "consultant" 
for the suit. 


Walters called Pam Kemp, a Scientology Mission Holder, 
and gave her his viewpoint on the status of the variou 
damages suits which she then began to spread around, 
using Flynn's name 


Walters is contacted by Scientologist Artie Maren and 
sees Maren even though Flynn has advised him not to 


Walters referred Bob Boyers to Flynn 

Brown McKee, a disaffected former Mission Holder, is 
referred to Walters by Flynn 


Ann Baslle and Rosie Pace, disaffected Scientologists 
referred to Walters by Brown McKee, are referred to 
Flynn 






3/82 
(Appr ox ) 


19/3/82 

12/4/82 

5/5/82 

10/5/82 

22/5/82 

29/5/82 


Lori Taverna, a disaffected Sc ientolog 1st, called 
Reader's Digest , was somehow put in touch with Brown 
McKee, and was then somehow referred to Walters. (She 
then ends up on Flynn's lines and testifies at the 
Clearwater City Commission Public Hearings.) 

Peter Greene, another disaffected Mission Holder, 
starts spreading the line that another 32 suits at 
$150,000 to $200,000 each are soon to be filed and 
states that he got this data from Walters 

Scott Foster, a disaffected Scientologist, is referred 
to Flynn by either Brown McKee or Walters 

Walters was the first witness called at the Clearwater 
City Commission Public Hearings moderated by Flynn 

Scientologist John Bostrum speaks to Flynn and Walters 
and then returns to tell the Flag GO that what they are 
doing is really the right answer to preserving the 
technology 

Walters and Flynn are the two main speakers at a 
Scientology Victims Defense Fund rally in Clearwater 

Flynn is reported to be planning an "Open Forum" in 
Los Angeles which will include Walters as a speaker 


The foregoing is a time track of those actions in which Michael Flynn, 
or his associates, and Eddie Walters are known to have collaborated or 
worked together. 

A few of the more salient points brought out by this are: 

1) All parties concerned have testified in deposition that Tonja Burden 
was referred to Flynn by Walters, and Flynn has stipulated in one of 
Burden's depositions that he first contacted her in "about December 1979". 
However, all parties have also stated that the meeting of 26 December 1979 
was the first contact made between Flynn and the group of former 
Scientologists in Las Vegas. This time track shows that latter statement 
t o be false and opens up the question of just exactly how long Walters 
was working with Flynn prior to that meeting and what role did he play 

in setting it up. 

2) Walters completed an affidavit for Flynn himself, along with ensuring 
tha t everyone else in Las Vegas did so also. He was also responsible 

f or at least the Hartwell, Peterson, Jefferson, Garrity, Burden and Keck 
suits being filed against the Church — yet he did not file a suit of his 
own. This brings up the question as to why he has not filed a suit 
against the Church even though he has urged so many others to do so, and 
what financial arrangements or agreements he may have made or received 
fran Flynn or Hull for his work in forwarding all of these clients and 
assisting on the Keck case as a consultant. 

3) Fred Salas, a confidante of Walters, made comments in January 1980 
which closely paralleled the "Class Action Development Program" put into 
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vriting by Flynn in January 1981. The parallel In statements is too 
clo se for sheer coincidence and raises the questions of how long these 
plans had been in existence and what part* if any* Walters had played 
in formulating them. This also throws doubt on the claims that Walters 
d id not connect up with Flynn prior to late December 1979 as it is not 
c redible to believe that Walters would be in possession of such data 
a fter just one month of familiarity with Flynn. 

4) In addition to the straightforward soliciting of clients for Flynn* 
as is obvious and has been covered in the instigation and organization 
s ectlon on Walters* this time track makes more clear his role in 
soliciting through deprogramming along with Kevin Flynn and Joey 
Flanagan. 

5) Beginning in December 1981, with a conference of Mission Holders at 
the Flag Land Base* the Scientology field has been disrupted by attempted 
reb elllons against management and attempted* but unsuccessful* schisms 

or "reform" churches. Walters contacts with Pam Kemp in September 1981, 
p r ior to that first conference* and with Peter Greene and Brown McKee 
in 1 982, lead to the question of his Involvement* if any, in these 
u psets. It is already known that Dr. John Clark had Inside information 
on these upsets* and that he felt they had occurred too soon* so the 
addition of Walters to this picture raises some definite questions. The 
recent actions in the field* dealing with the revitalization of defunct 
Dianetic associations by persons connected to the Mission Holders upsets* 
which have reportedly been associated with Flynn, further add to the need 
to determine in more detail any role Walters has or had. 

While the above raises a few questions it also* in conjunction with the 
s ection regarding Walter's individual organization and instigation of 
damages attacks on the Church* answers the questions as to Walters 
involvement, and involvement with Flynn, with a definite affirmative. 
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CONTINUED DEPOSITION OF TONJA CATHERINE BURDEN 


DATE: SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 21, 1981 

time: 10:05 O’CLOCK A.M. 

location: mgm grand HOTEL 

3645 LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD SOUTH 
SUITE 1076-A 

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89109 


/ 


REPORTED BY: E. ANN QUINN, C.S.R. NO. 115 

COURT REPORTER - NOTARY PUBLIC 


*3zee JHancc Couzt cRepoztezi, 3nc. 

915 EAST BONNEVILLE AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 
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A NO. SHE QUOTED THE NEWSPAPERS. IT WAS 
CORRECT TO MY KNOWLEDGE. THEY WERE CORRECT. 

Q HAVE YOU EVER RECEIVED ANY WRITTEN 
COMMUNICATIONS FROM KEVIN FLYNN SINCE THE TIME YOU LEFT 
THE CHURCH OF SCIENTCLOGY? 

MR. FLYNN: ANSWER YES OR NO. 

THE WITNESS: YEAH. 

Q (BY MR. GELLER) AND HOW MANY, IF YOU 

RECALL? 

A HOW MANY WHAT — PHONE CALLS? LETTERS? 

Q LETTERS? 

A LETTERS? 

1 DON’T THINK KEVIN WROTE ME ANY 

LETTERS. THAT’S THE COVER SHEET, YOU KNOW, HE MIGHT -- 

MR. FLYNN: THAT’S FROM ME. THAT'S A 
COMMUNICATION FROM ME. 

THE WITNESS: I DON’T THINK KEVIN HAS 
WRITTEN LIKE THAT. 

Q (BY MR. GELLER) DID KEVIN EVER TELEPHONE 

YOU? 

A YEAH, HE CALLED ME. 

Q HOW MANY TIMES? 

A I DON'T KNOW. MORE THAN ONCE. 

Q WHEN WAS THE FIRST PHONE CALL YOU RECEIVED 

FROM KEVIN FLYNN? 


O'Zee Oance Couzt cRepoztezs, One. 

91 *• EAST BONNEVILLE AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 69101 
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A THE DAY BEFORE 1 FLEW TO BOSTON. 

Q WHAT DID HE TELL YOU TO DO IN THAT — 

WHAT WAS THE CONTENT OF THIS CONVERSATION? 

MR. FLYNN: DON'T ANSWER THAT QUESTION. 

FOR THE RECORD, KEVIN FLYNN AT THAT 
TIME WAS WORKING FOR ME, AN EMPLOYEE, AS AN INVESTIGATOR 
AND PARALEGAL IN MY OFFICE. 

Q (BY MR. GELLER) THIS IS BEFORE THE FIRST 
TIME YOU FLEW TO BOSTON? 'IS THAT RIGHT? 

A UH-HUH, THE NIGHT BEFORE. 

Q THE NIGHT YOU FLEW TO BOSTON — 

MR. FLYNN: GO AHEAD AND ANSWER THAT ONE, 

IF YOU REMEMBER. 

MR. GELLER: THANK YOU, MR. FLYNN. 

THE WITNESS: HE ASKED ME IF I KNEW EDDIE 

WALTERS. 

Q (BY MR. GELLER) WHAT DID YOU RESPOND? 

A YEAH — I DIDN'T REALLY KNOW HIM. 1 KNEW 

OF HIM. I HAD MET HIM. / 

Q IS THAT WHAT YOU TOLD MR. FLYNN? 

A KEVIN FLYNN, YEAH. 

Q THEN WHAT DID HE SAY TO YOU? 

A SOMETHING ABOUT COULD I FLY OUT — WAS 

I WILLING TO DISCUSS MY EXPERIENCE OR SOMETHING — THIS 
IS NOT HIS EXACT WORDS. HE COULD HAVE SAID A FEW THINGS — 


^Jzee Stance Couzt czRejioztezs, One. 

91 £ EAST BONNEVILLE AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS. NEVADA 89im 
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I FORGET, BUT THINGS IF I WAS WILLING TO DISCUSS MY 
EXPERIENCE IN SCIENTOLOGY WITH AN ATTORNEY. 

AND HE EXPLAINED THAT HE WAS, YOU 
KNOW, ABOUT MICHAEL FLYNN AS AN ATTORNEY, AND DA-DAH, 
DA-DAH, DA-DAH. 

Q WHAT DID HE TELL YOU ABOUT MICHAEL FLYNN? 

A THAT HE KNEW ABOUT SCIENTOLOGY AND THAT 

HE HAD COMMUNICATED WITH EDDIE WALTERS, AND EDDIE WALTERS, 

I GUESS, HAD GIVEN HIM MY NAME OR SOMETHING.„ I DON'T 
KNOW. 

IF I WAS WILLING TO TALK ABOUT IT. 

I SAID YES. 

HE GOES, "CAN YOU FLY UP HERE TOMORROW 
MORNING, 8:00," I THINK IT WAS. I SAYS, YES. 

Q DID HE PAY FOR YOUR PLANE TICKET? 

A YEAH. 

Q DID HE TELL YOU ANYTHING MORE ABOUT 
MICHAEL FLYNN? 

A JUST THAT HE WAS AN ATTORNEY THAT WAS 

INTERESTED IN HELPING ME. 

Q DID HE TELL YOU ABOUT A CLASS ACTION SUIT 
THAT MR. FLYNN HAD FILED AGAINST THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY? 

A NO, I DON'T THINK SO — ON THE TELEPHONE 

THERE? 

NO. I JUST THINK — I DON’T REMEMBER 


*3zee Jlance Court cRepoztezi, One. 

91J. CAST BONNEVILLE AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS. NEVADA 89101 
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He said: "We've got a lot of help." 

He said: "We have some Government agencies helping us." 

He said: "We have documentation 
seized in the FBI" — 

He said: "We have access to any 
of the documents seized in the FBI raid that we want. 

"As I said, we have Government 
agencies" — and he hesitated, what he was going to tell 
us. 

And he said: "Well, I'd_better leave 
it just like that and not really say anything more than 
that." And he gave this very knowing smile. 

"But," he says, "we have a lot of 

help." 

MR. FROST: Did he say he got anything 

specifically from any agencies,“ or any documents, as 

« 

opposed to like getting them out of a courtroom or 
anything? 

THE WITNESS: Oh. He said: "The FBI was 
giving us some documents." 

MR. FROST: Okay. 

THE WITNESS: "Had given us some documents." 
They'd received — 

MR. FROST: Got you. 

Q (By Mr. Burris) Did he have any documents. 
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AFFIDAVIT 
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'• I ' 
»; * 
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ritV ' , I’# ; ’;DON COOPER, under oath depose and says 

•! ,1 '• i * .... . 

*. 1. That on or about the evening of January 21, 1980, ' 

I attended a meeting between Tanja Burden and Allen Allweiss, 


Denn is Quilligan, _Lee Fug ate from the Office of the State 

Attorney in Pinellas County, Florida, and some other individuals 

... ' • * 

at the home of Edd i Walters in Das Vegas, Nevada. - f '**(r 

2. When the three men from the State Attorney's Office j 


first arrived they identified themselves showing us their : 

i 

identification and stated they were from the county in which ! 

the city of Clearwater is located. 

• * • i 

3. The entire conversation held at this meeting was tape* 

recorded, by one of the men with the exeption of some portions j 
of the conversation which occured* during the time when the tapes 
were being replaced. 

I 

4. Allweiss stated that it was their purpose to locate 
persons in Las Vegas, Nevada, who would be willing to testify j 
about criminal activities of the Church of Scientology against; 


its own members. 


5. He-stated their purpose as that we want to kill this; 

organisation. We want it to die. We'll reach in and snuff it j 
. .. • I 

out.'He made similar statements to this effect several times i 

during the meeting. j 


6. Allweiss stated that it was his office's intention to: 
keep the media well informed of their actions against the Church, 
with the goal of encouraging other prosecutors around the country 

l • : 

to bring similar charges against the Church in order to totally ; 
destroy the Church. 

7. Allen Allweiss also stated they had come to Las V egas: 
because they had seen newspaper stories about Michael Flynn's 


suit against the Church in Boston and they got in touch with 


Flynn and told him of their desire to do something about Scien¬ 


tologists in Clearwater. Allweiss then sta ted that they got our 
n ames - from Flynn. i 

■-V! 8. Mr. Allweiss stated that b y invoking a 1977 Florida Vj. 


racketteering statute like the one enacted federally in the early 


7 0 1 s , they wa n ted to proof that Scientolotj y wa s ca rrying on 
illegal/.activities under this statute. 
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9. Mr, Allweiss stated that, they were informing the 
newspapers about their investigation. Be stated that such 
publicity would encourage others to launch attacks against 
the Church. 

vj.. 10. Eddie Walters told Mr. Allweiss that Mr. Flynn 

' * ’ V 

asked him to write affidavits for use in getting a warrant 

for a : raid on the Church in Clearwater. lie showed it to Mr. 

«> 

Allweiss. ••• • •' 

: 11. Mr.! Allweiss expressed an interest to talk to Tanja; 
Burden’because she had knowledge about the Church in Clear¬ 
water which could be useful to them. Zn the evening of that 

• . 

day Allweiss questioned Tanja Burden. 

• * 

12. 1 ha ve read the Burden complaint and the following 
t hings come to my mind in regards to the questions as ked by 
Allweiss that ! deal with the subject matters of the complaint . I 
Mr. Allweiss asked Burden to briefly state her history in i. 
Scientology. When she was talking about being in the Cadet 
Org Mr. Allweiss asked her whether or not she w as prevented 
from seeing her parents. Her aswer was to the effect that 
there was no problem on seeing her parents. 

5 : . 

13. Mr. Allweiss also questioned herabout how sh e 

l eft the ‘Church of Scientology in Clear water and she explained 

that she ••snuck" out because she did not want to go through ! 

. ;-? 

t he “hassles* 1 of the regular procedure of leaving staff.' She | 
did not indicate that she was physically restrained from • 
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leaving the Church. •; 

-—- ’ i 

14. She also stated that after she had left the Church j 

t 

two people from the Church came t o see her and asked her to i 
s ee L. Ron Hubbard an d that, after some debate, decided to do; 
t hat and willingly went with them to Los Angeles. In her 
complaint she gives a far different ver sion of this event. 

15. T he roost surprising thing about this inte rview and 

i 

in terviews of others by men of the State Attorney' s Office j _ s 

was the manner of the questioning. The questions were extremely a>l 
leading frequently suggesting the conclus io n soug ht. For example, 

Mr. Allweiss questioned oned person in the fol lowing manner: ! 

“Tell me about how they brainwashed you in auditing, how the • 
auditor must have banged on the table and did not let you ,' vi 


leave.** Or, similarly, “Boy, he mus t have- really brainwashed j . 
you, tell me how you couldn't leave, how you were held against 


/:.». . - J * J . 
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vour will. You didn*t want to sta y, did you? Then they roust 
h ave held you against vour will.- Thafs kidnapping, did you 
know that? Woul d you be willing to testify they kidnapped 
you? ** 

>16, Under penalty of perjury X declare that the fore¬ 
going f is : true and correct. 


' ,1 — . - /• . •, . ! 

. i ••I 5 - 1 

.. ’•! 1*' M i\l-i .. Ir 1 . 

• -.*a • .• 

; > r.;**:*' *.« 

;* \V‘ ,t ■* '*.! ■ : . 

!.. '• v T- 1 *’ .-'i • • *! * * 



,' Subscribed and sworn before me this 9th day of January 
of the year, 1981. s 
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And he made a statement to the effect 
of: "It looks like you're all going to be very rich." 

And he said: "By participating in 
something like this, it in no way can possibly hurt your 
participation in the class action suit. And it could 
only help." 

Without stating that: "You are going 
to be richer by doing this." 

MR. BURRIS: Okay. 

MR. FROST: Did he say he'd been talking 
to Michael Flynn, the guy who had been bringing that 
suit, or vice versa? 

THE WITNESS: Say that again now. 

MR. FROST: Did Allweiss say he had talked 
to Michael Flynn or vice versa? 

THE WITNESS: Oh*. He said they were in 
constant communication with Flynn's office. They were 
working with the Flynns, was his statement. 

MR. FROST: I see. 

THE WITNESS: And after the first contact, 
they continued that contact, the contact with him. 

Q (By Mr. Burris) After the second meeting 
that evening, did you hear anything of or from these 
people again? 

A I never heard anything from him. I just 
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A Stephanie Powers. Stephanie whatever. 

Stephanie. 

Q Do you know how she got Eddie? 

A Yes, I know, but I can't remember. 

Q Was it through Flynn, by any chance? 

A Yes, it was. 

Q What? 

A Yes, it was. 

They had talked to the Flynns. The 
Flynns had told them about some people in Las Vegas 
that — namely, Eddie Walters. 

That Eddie Walters probably had some 
contribution, some things he could contribute to the show 
"that you would find very valuable." 

Q And this information was told to you by 
. Eddie Walters? ** —* 

• / 

A Yes. 

Q Okay. 

A So I get a call about, between seven and 

seven-thirty in the evening of this filming performance. 
And it was Jack and John. 

And I said yes. 

He said: "Those guys from the 
television thing are going to be over here." 

That's what it was. 
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August 28, 1980 


Information Report 

re: Flynn/Clark - 


Dear, 

The following are excerpts from l) the original LaVenda Class Action Complaint and 

\ 

2) an article from the Journal of the American Medical Association dated July 20, 1979 
entitled Cults by Dr. John G. Clark: 


Flynn Complaint : 

"through highly programmed behavioral control techniques, the normal judgmental 
reactions of the subject are removed, his attention and direction are narrowed 
and focused on matters established by the auditor and the subject's state of 
mind is gradually altered until it becomes an independent structure..." 
(pg.ljl) 

Clark"Article : 

"Through highly programmed behavioral control techniques and in a controlled 
enviroment, the subject's attention is narrowed and focused to the point of 
becoming a trance.•.this state is maintained during several sleep periods 
until it becomes an independent structure." (pg.4;l) 


Flynn Comnlaint : 

"During the period of "disassociation",new information relative to Scientology 
is absorbed at an accelerated rate and it rapidly becomes intgral to the 
available mechanisms of the mind." (pg.l;2) 

Clark Article: 


"...throughout this period of focused attention, new information is 
absorbed at an accelerated rate and rapidly becomes integral to the 
available mechanisms of the mind." (pg«**»3) 


Flynn Complaint : 

"As a result, the subject becomes dependent on this new enviroment for 
definitions of reality." (pg.l;3) 

Clark Article : 

"As a result, the convert becomes dependent on this new enviroment for 
definitions of reality." (pg.4^) 


Flynn Complaint : 

"The loss of privacy and sleep in a bizzare new atmosphere, change of 
language, and continuous supervision and an onslaught of information that 
sustains the continued state of disassociation." (pg.2;i) 




















Clark Article: 


"The loss of privacy and sleep in a bizzare new atmosphere, change in 
language, and continuous control of excitement level amount to an 
onslaught of information that sustains the continued state of disassociation 
(pg.^;2) 


Flynn Complaint : 

\ 

"From this level, the Scientologists-auditors control not only the toms 
of action of a subject but also the content of thought through auditing 
training and conditioning*" (pg.2;2) 

Clark Article : 

"From this stage tho group controls not only the forms of action but also 
tho content of thought through confessions,training,and conditioning*" 


It is- quite obvious where the material for this section of Flynn's orignal 
Class Action Complaint came from* 

There are several possible uses of this data: 1) PR actions as needed to show Flynn - 
ARM link 2) if case ever goes to trial eliminating Clark as an /fcibias witness completely 
3) using this data to show Flynn is attacking religion and not just Scientology as Clark* 
quotes are in regards to experiences of persons in a wide variety of relgions - Clark 
has publicly stated he believes Catholics are brainwashed, etc* Clark’s exact quote 
in this area is not on hand at this time but Clark is not exclusive in his attacks 
on relgion. 

Thought this would be of interest* This is OK* 












AFFIDAVIT OF STEVE MILLER 


CITY OF LOS ANGELES ) 

) 

) 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ) 


I, Steve Miller, of Los Angeles, California, being 
duly sworn, do hereby depose and say: 

1. I am the natural son of Harriet and Bernard Miller. 
My parents are residents of Harrison, New York. 

2. On or about January 27th, 1981, while visiting my 
parents in New York, they invited me to the home of a 
friend of the family. At that house I was confronted by 
three self-styled "deprogrammers." These men told me 
their names were Pat Osier, Joey Flanagan and "Lev." 

I did not get the last name of the third man, but he 
claimed to be a Private Investigator. 

.t . 

3. These three men held me against my will and 
physically prevented me from leaving that house. I was 
kept there..for three days. During that time, they told 

me various things about Scientology in an attempt to change 
my religious beliefs. 


4. During my conversations with these men, they stated 
they had been hired by my parents to "deprogram" me from 
the Church of Scientology. My father later verified to 

me that he had paid the men $1,000 each for their "services." 
My father had also paid for the three men to fly to Bermuda 
and back prior to restraining me in New York. 

5. Joey Flanagan and my father stated to me that the 
"deprogrammers" had been contacted through an attorney 

in Boston named Michael Flynn. 

6. In a recent telephone conversation with my father, 
he told me that he had paid Flynn a sum of money to 
coordinate the "deprogramming" attempt. My father claims 
to have information taken from my personal counseling files 
at the Church of Scientology in California. When I asked 

my father how Flynn was supposed to have obtained information 
from confidential Pastoral Counseling files, he stated that 
Flynn has told him, "Both sides have spies." 


7. About two weeks ago, my parents sent to me some 
photographs of the exterior of my apartment building. They 
stated to me on the telephone that these photos had been 
obtained by Michael Flynn. 


8. I personally feel Flynn has lied to my parents in 
an attempt to entice large sums of money from them in this 
"deprogramming" scheme. I would like to know juf t how much 
money Flynn has recieved (or has gone to his firm or membfers 
of his family) from my parents. 



Subscribed and sworn to before 
me this 2T& d ay of March, 1981. 

NOTARY PUBLIC 
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RANDOLPH 4 LEVANAS 
Attorneys at Law 
11620 Wilshire Boulevard 
Suite 610 

Los Angeles, California 90025 
Telephone: 213/473-0822 


Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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DEPUTY 


IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


STEVE MILLER, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

KEVIN M. FLYNN, ) 

FLYNN ASSOCIATES MANAGEMENT ) 
CORPORATION, ) 

MICHAEL FLYNN, ) 

JOSEPH FLANNIGAN, ). 

LEV FEDYNIAC, ) 

PAT OSLER, ) 

JOHN G. CLARK, JR., M.D. ) 

BOSTON PERSONNEL DEVELOP- ) 

MENT INSTITUTE, ) 

EDV’.-.RD WALTERS, ) 

JACK CHANCELLOR, ) 

PAULETTE COOPER, and ) 

3RUCE HOENIG ) 

Defendants. ) 


Civil Case No. Si 4270 

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF FOR: 

(1) Conspiracy to deprive 
civil rights; 

(2) False imprisonment; 

(3) Assault; 

(4) Battery; 

(5) Intentional infliction 
of emotional distress; 

(6) Invasion of privacy. 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 


Plaintiff alleges as follows: 

CO MPLAINT FOR DA MAGES AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

JURISDICTION 

1. This Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant 
to 28 U.S.C. Sections 1332, 1343(1), 1343(4), and 42 U.S.C. 

Section 1985(c), as hereinafter more fully appears. 
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COUNT I 

(Conspiracy in Violation of 42 U.S.C. Section 1985(c)) 

A. The Conspiracy 

17. Beginning at a time unknown to Plaintiff, and contin¬ 
uing through the present, the Defendants and conspirators formed 
a conspiracy with respect to which each and every Defendant was 
or became a co-conspirator. The purpose of the conspiracy was to 
deprive Plaintiff of the equal protection of the law and of the 
privileges and immunities granted to him under the laws in the 
Constitution of the United States. The conspiracy was the result 
of Defendants' class based animus towards the Church and its 
members, and because Plaintiff was a member of that class of 
persons who belonged to the Church. Defendants' purpose was 
willfully, wrongfully, and maliciously (a) to coerce the Plain¬ 
tiff through the use of force, threats of force, verbal abuse and 
deprivation of liberty into renouncing his religious affiliation 
with the Church, (b) to prevent Plaintiff from freely associating 
with other members of the Church, (c) to prevent and intimidate 
Plaintiff from travelling among and between the several states, 
(d) to prevent Plaintiff from freely discussing and exchanging 
his religious beliefs and ideas, and (e) to prevent Plaintiff 
from freely exercising religious beliefs. 

B. Acts in Furtherance of the Conspiracy 

18. On a date unknown to Plaintiff, Bernard and Harriet 
Miller, Plaintiff's parents (hereinafter "Parents"), hired Defen¬ 
dants Kevin Flynn and Flynn Associates, by and through its agent, 
Kevin Flynn, for the specific purpose of coercing Plaintiff to 
renounce his affiliation to the Church. Having agreed to be 
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( ) 


retained for said purpose, and being so retained, Defendants 
Kevin Flynn and Flynn Associates, by and through its agent, Kevin 
Flynn, thereafter did devise a scheme by which Plaintiff would be 
transported under the ruse of a vacation, imprisoned for a period 
of time, and be forced to undergo mental and emotional distress. 
Said Defendants personally hired agents to assist in carrying out 
the scheme, including Defendants Flannigan, Fedyniac, and Osier. 

19. During the month of January, 1981, while engaged in a 
telephone conversation between Plaintiff and his parents, Plain¬ 
tiff was informed that he was invited to join his parents for a 
vacation on the island of Aruba. 

20. On or about January 23, 1981, Plaintiff travelled from 
his residence in California to join his parents for the purpose 
of said vacation. 

21. On"or about January 25, 1981, Plaintiff and his par¬ 
ents flew to Bermuda, ostensibly for a brief stopover due to 
complications in their earlier* travel plans. Defendants Flanni¬ 
gan, Osier and Fedyniac were waiting for Plaintiff at the hotel 
in Bermuda to which Plaintiff was taken by his parents. It was 
the intent of the named Defendants to imprison Plaintiff in said 
hotel on the island of Bermuda for the insidious purpose of 
coercing him into renouncing his religious affiliation with the 
Church. 

22. After Plaintiff had arrived at the hotel in Bermuda, 

4 

his parents and Defendants decided that the location was not 
suitable for the objectives of their conspiracy, and an alterna¬ 
tive plan was formulated to imprison Plaintiff in the apartment 
of a friend located in the United States. 
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23. After approximately 20 hours in Bermuda, Bernard Hiller 
informed Plaintiff that their travel arrangements had been poorly 
planned and that, due to complications, they should return to 
New York. On or about January 26, 1981, Plaintiff and his par¬ 
ents returned to New York. 

24. On or about January 27, 1981, Plaintiff's parents 
invited Plaintiff to see a Broadway play, and en route stopped at 
the apartment of Francis Haigt, a family friend, ostensibly for a 
short visit. Said apartment is located on approximately the 15th 
floor of a high rise apartment building in the State of New York. 

25. Upon arrival at the apartment, Plaintiff was escorted 
into the bedroom by his parents and Francis Haigt. As Plaintiff 
entered the bedroom, Defendant Flannigan stepped out from the 
area of the bedroom closet and stated his name. Plaintiff turned 
to discover that Defendants Osier and Fedyniac were also now 
present in the bedroom. Francis Haigt and Harriet Miller left 
the bedroom. 

26. At this time, Bernard Hiller explained that he had 
invited the above-named Defendants to talk with Plaintiff for a 
few days about his relationship with the Church. 

27. At this moment, Plaintiff turned to leave the room with 
the intent of leaving the building and returning to his residence 
in California. At the bedroom door, Plaintiff was physically 
restrained by Defendant Osier, and not permitted to leave the 
room. 

28. Defendant Flannigan informed Plaintiff that he would 
remain at this location for a period of approximately three days 
for the purpose of reading and discussing materials that 
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Defendants had brought to the location. 

29. Plaintiff remained at said location pursuant to Defen¬ 
dants’ instructions until approximately 2:00 p.m. on January 30, 
1981. Despite numerous requests during the course of his impri¬ 
sonment, Plaintiff was not allowed to leave the bedroom and the 
adjoining bathroom. During the course of the three days, Plain¬ 
tiff was forced to engage in conversation, was subjected to 
readings from materials selected by Defendants, and was forced to 
personally read other materials, as dictated by Defendants Flan- 
nigan, Osier, and Fedyniac. 

30. During said three days, Plaintiff was constantly in 
sight of one or more Defendants, the door to the adjoining bath¬ 
room having been removed from its hinges prior to Plaintiff's 
entrance into said bedroom, thus allowing to persons in the 
bedroom areata clear and♦obstructed view of all portions of the 
bathroom. Additionally, one of the two beds in the room was 
jammed against the bedroom dOor each night, and one Defendant 
would sleep on that bed. Plaintiff was also informed that an 
additional Defendant was located on the opposite side of the 
bedroom door at all times during the night. At no time was 
Plaintiff allowed to remain alone in the room. 

31. At approximately 2:00 p.m. on Friday, January 30, 1981, 
Plaintiff was permitted by Defendants to leave the location. 

32. During Plaintiff's three day period of imprisonment, 
all‘ Defendants engaged in a continuous attempt to coerce Plain¬ 
tiff into renouncing his religious affiliation with the Church by 
impressing upon him their interpretation of various documents, 
books, and other materials. Said coercion was often accompanied 
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by argumentative and threatening gestures and statements. During 
this time, in order to avoid prolonged imprisonment and violence 
to his person, Plaintiff feigned interest in the teachings and 
conversations, knowing that escape was impossible. 

33. On January 30, 1981, prior to his release, Defendant 
Flannigan requested that Plaintiff go to the home of Defendant 
Cooper for the purpose of continuing their discussion regarding 
Plaintiff’s affiliation with the Church. Plaintiff agreed, in 
the hope that continued cooperation would terminate the 
imprisonment, remove the threat of violence, and hopefully 
prevent further violations of his civil rights from occurring. 

34. At approximately 6:30 p.m. on January 30, 1981, Plain¬ 
tiff went to the home of Defendant Cooper, and remained there for 
several hours. Present were Defendants Cooper, Flannigan, Osier, 
Fedyniac, and others. Portions of the conversation between the 
above-mentioned persons and Plaintiff challenged his continued 
relationship with the Church. 

35. On or about February 3rd, 1981, at the request of his 
parents, Plaintiff flew to Las Vegas, Nevada, to engage in a 
conversation with Defendant Walters. Defendant agreed to said 
action in the hope that cooperation with his parents' wishes 
would prevent future violations by Defendants in Plaintiff's 
civil rights. Plaintiff was engaged in conversation with Defen¬ 
dant Walters for approximately three hours. Also present and 
involved in said conversation was Defendant Chancellor. During 
the course of this conversation, both Defendants Walters and 
Chancellor attempted to cause Plaintiff to renounce his affilia¬ 
tion with the Church. On February 3rd, 1981, Plaintiff returned 
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Millers and^>robably receipts, maybe some receipts. 

When is the last tine you looked in that file? 

v . *1 % ? 

I would say more than a year ago, . 

Would you explain to me, when a client comes In, .1 take 
it that you open a file r>n them, correct? 

Can I explain something? When you say "client,* Z don't 

v. 

have any clients, I mean Z — Z believe 1 might have a 

\ • 

file for the Millers as Z mentioned, but Z don't 
normally open up a file for something like this, Zf Z 
open up a file, it's generally for just former members. 
Those are the files that Z open up. 

Zs your testimony that Mr, Miller or by the time that he 
walked out of that office was not a client of yours? 

Oh, Z wouldn't — Z don't know. Z don't — you'd have 
to ask Mr. Miller. 

Z'm asking you, 

Z just answered. Z don't know whether he considered 
himself to be e client. 


Did you consider him to be a client of yours? 

Z would say at that pointy no. 

Had he agreed to pay you a retainer fee for serviced; 

? • U- 

% • * 

t don't believe so at that date, i’VV 

/ , .. Jr V- 

Had you agreed to provide services for him, 'Mr. Flynn? 


Absolutely. Z agreed to help him if Z could. 








1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


c 




( 


( ) 


34 


t 

. ♦ 


t 

H* 

<. • 

f: . *' 


Q Had you agreed to provide services for hla? 

- m 

; f 

A What services? Z don't understand. 

# % 

Q Any type of services whatsoever. 

A Yes. Z would say yes* 

Q And did he agree to pay you for those services? 

A Z just answered your question at that point* Z don't 
know. Z don't remember. 

* 

Q You don't remember whether he agreed to pay you? 

A Zt may have been a conversation shortly thereafter. Zt 

may have been that day* Z'm trying to be as exact as 
t Z can. Z don't recall whether it was there or maybe in 
a conversation shortly thereafter. 

Q When you say a conversation shortly thereafter# that 
wouid be a telephonic conversation? is that correct? 

A True. That's correct. 

Q At some point in time prior to January of 1981# did you 
agree to provide services to the Millers for a fee? 

A Yes. 

Q What were those services to be? 

A They would be to provide the Millers with a complete 

• I V# 

background# essentially an education of the Church ot 

l?;* 

Scientology's activities, to review all our documental -.~ 

V V *. 

or documentations concerning most of which were quotes 
from Washington, D*C* after the F*B*Z* search of the 
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Church of Scientology in 1977 which was about 15*000 

. documents, 3 

• . :• •' .»• 

0 You agreed to review those documents for them? : ,v 

- : - ■■ 

**V' . 

A Yes, for them. 

Q Hadn't you already done that? 

A _ Z mean piece mail for certain pieces of information, 

Q What else? x 

A Let's see. We discussed his son. Z was to interview 

former scientologists, former — excuse me — former 
members of the Church to determine if they knew of 
Steve Miller and what they knew about him. 

And Z was to contact other former members that 

would be willing to talk to Bemie Miller about their 

actual experiences in the Church and with the hope of 

having these fellows and this information given to the 

Millers and some of the documentation concerning 

criminal activities and publications of the Church of 

Scientology concerning its fair game law which, you know, 

we'll get into maybe later and disconnect policies and 

other former members' experiences aside from the people 

who would be coming to speak with him — who would te •'>.* 

■ willing to speak to the Millers and their son if he>as. 

willing. And those were the services Z was to provide. 

% 

And haven't you missed some, Mr. Flynn? 


Q 











Did Z miss some? 


»r-r i 

*. <y>»* 

-i* r. / * v 

•' I 7 ’ ' 

.% • 

Didn't you agree to make all the arrangements for this 


Yes* 


Not at that point Z don't believe so. 


meeting between — strike that. 

One of the people who you told Nr. Miller 
that would be handling this would be Joseph Flannigan, 
correct? 

Would be handling this? Be would be one of the persons 
at that point of our conversation that we're talking 
about that would be — would go and speak to Bernard 
Miller. 

Bight. And to his son, correct? 

And to his son if he was willing, that's correct. 

Now, didn't you agree to handle all of the travel, 
arrangements, hotel arrangeroentst you would handle 
everything in terms of getting all these parties 
together, correct? 

Not in this conversation. 

At this time, was that a service that you were going to 
provide to Mr. Miller? 
m a later conversation, that's correct. 


ti'.i 


Is that a service that you provided to Mr. Miller? 
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That's correct. 
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And you did that for a fee, correct? 

<>? 

Kell, I did. Most of ny fee concerned the other itemed 

I just discussed with you. Providing the arrangements >. 

v. /* 

for having Plannigan and this fellow. Osier, meet with 
Mr. Miller was something I did. We just talked about it 

between the two of us, and Z agreed Z'd put them 

• + • 

. 

together. 

« 

You agreed to set up this whole thing for Mr. Miller tot 
a fee, isn't that a true statement? 

MR. LEVINE: I'm going to object to the. 
charcterization as to the "whole thing" unless you defin^ 
what you mean. 

MR. RANDOLPH: All right. 

t 

I'm referring to the situation in which Steve Miller 
would be confronted with these persons whom you've 
referred to as ex-scientologists and the information 
that you had about them. You agreed with Mr. Miller to 
set up all of the arrangements for this, correct; and 

N ( 

you would do this for a fee, correct? 

< 

Along with the other things I mentioned, correct. 

• • i 

So all of the things now that you have listed so farf'Vt' 
fall under the category of services that you would . 


provide to Mr. Miller for a fee, is that correct? 
Correct. * 


V * 


• * 


.*•* 4 
* 


\ 

: .1 
; 
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What was.that? What did you tall Hr. Miller that fee 



would be? 


* . . .* ' ^ 

1 believe I told him it would be approximately $10,000* '* 

r • ^ w 


Now, these various individuals, Joe Flannigan and people 
who would assist him, would receive their payment from 
youi is that correct? 


That's correct* 

And you would make all the arrangements for travel and * 
the hotel, correct? 

I — that*8 correct. 

That's a service that you would provide? 

That's part of the service. 


\ . 


At this in-person conversation with Mr. Miller, did you 
ask Mr. Miller to give you a deposit? 

No. 

You discussed the fee at that Initial conversation, 
correct? : 

No. That's what I'm saying. Z don't believe I did* 

’ r 

I don't recall discussing the fee with him at that point 

I may have, but I thought it was a later conversation 

-shortly thereafter that I discussed a fee. tj't' - 

«£*' ■** 

Mr. Flynn, Mr. Milled came up and had a conversation;’-.'.'* 

• . . h .. 

with you in which he said he needed help* What can you 
do? And you said, This is what I can do. Didn^t he 
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then say. Aft right. Now that I know, what’s this going 

• » 

..to cost me? 

Didn't he say that? 

You're asking me if I remember, and I'm saying that I 
don't recall him saying that. There may have been some 

conversation along the line of there will be some cost 

\ 

to get the information to you. And, you know — but, 
again, any discussion of amounts or the fact of what the' 
fee would be I think happened in a conversation shortly 
thereafter on the telephone. 

So to the best of your recollection, there was no 
discussion of a fee in this in-person meeting; is that 
your statement? 

Again, X believe it was a telephone conversation 
thereafter. 

Well, how were things left at the end of this in-person 
meeting? 

That I was going to call them. 

And tell then what? 

And I think we were — I was going to send them some 


information, some preliminary information about what 


v * •- 1 

V ••• 


Scientology was all about. And I think I did that. r«A&d 

/ UXi 

then I think we discussed on the phone — X think X may 

have said. Well, let me, you know, see what X can do and 


u: 


• n 
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think about what I can do, etc. And then Z'll get back 

• * 

to them. 

• . • • 

Q That’s your recollection? You said that to Mr. Miller? 

\ ** • 

A Vgain, Z really don't recall that particular meeting 

whether we discussed what you're asking. Z thought it 

was in a conversation thereafter, but it night have been 

X 

in a meeting. 

. ♦ 

Q Would reviewing the file refresh your recollection as to' 
the events which occurred regarding this case? 

MR. LEVINE* Which file are you talking about? 
f MR. RANDOLPHt The Miller file. 

A I doubt it. Again, it nay; but Z doubt it. There's not 
very many things in there. 

Q will you provide that file in this deposition, please? 

A Sure. 

MR. LEVINE* Can he do it tomorrow? 

Q Can you bring that with you tomorrow? 

A I'd be glad to. 

Q Okay. Directing your attention again to this file, you 
indicated there may be some notes in there, there may 
be some correspondence in there, and there may be same. 

■ Z r ■ 

, A/. 

receipts in there. yj V * 

• * 

Is there anything else in that file that you 
think exists? 


0 
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Texas Endangered by 


Religious Inquisition Rill 


A strongly-worded denunciation of 
.House Simple Resolution ' 35, which 
would set up a religious inquisition in the 
state of Texas, was unanimously adopted 
last week by Ihe usually conservative 
Religious Community of EL Paso Coun¬ 
ty, formerly known as the El Paso 
Council of Churches. 

HSR 35, as it is known, was recently 
introduced in the Texas House of 
Representatives by Rep. A1 Brown of San 
Antonio and Rep. Bennie Bock of New 
Braunfels. 

On the surface, the resolution seems 
harmless enough. If passed, it means a 
committee will be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House, Bill Clayton, to 
study "cult movements" throughout the 
State. , 

* * * 

The principal definition of a cult, 
from the American Heritage dictionary, is 
"a system or community of religious 
worship and ritual, especially one focus¬ 


ing upon a single deity or spirit."_ 

Under such a definition, virtually every 
organized religion in Texas could be 
viewed as a cult, and this special 
committee would then be set up as God 
to see which are and which are not bona 
fide religions. 

The Rev. Jimmy R. Allen, pastor of the 
First Baptist Church in San Antonio, 
denounced HSR 35 and stated "the 
Texas Legislature is not known for its 
' theological insight. The founders of our 
Republic understood this more than 
most." 

* * ' * 

The El Paso Religious Community 
resolved that "House Simple Resolution 
35 is in direct violation with the principles 
of separation of Church and State, and 
we are on record in strict opposition of 
this House resolution. 

"We respectfully urge aU to vote 
against this resolution and request the 
support of each iA^ie policies of ourpyvn 


HSR 35 passed out of the Criminal 
Jurisprudence committee of the Texas 
House on May 10. It is presently before 
the Calendars Committee to be set on the 
calendar to go before the full House of 
Representatives. 

As The Journal went to press, it looked 
as though HSR 35 was not coming up for 
a vote before the recess on May 30. In any 
event, the answer to cults does not lie in 
laws, jails, courts, kidnappings, or 
resolutions. In the words of Rev* Jimmy 
Allen, the basic answer Bes in a vital, 
experiental religious commitment. ■ 


faiths through the religious community 
itself." 

The resolution was passed unanimous¬ 
ly by the executive committee of the El 
Paso group and was signed by Leon 
Feldt, president of the Religious Com¬ 
munity. 

shades of the Spanish Inquisition? 
The prospect of a religious inquest 
?comes alarming indeed when one 
Considers that Ted Patrick, a leader of 
Ihe controversial "deprogrammers” who 
ire in support of HSR 35, has a list of 
>,000 “cults” in the United States, 
Including Houston's Episcopal Church of 
the Redeemer, which in 1973 received the 
iGuidcpost Magazine citation as "Church 
|of the Year." 

Patrick recently attempted to j 
|deprogram Peter Willis, 28, of Redeei 
[Church. The deprogramming was 
successful, as Willis kept his faith, 
Patrick keeps on trying. He is present .,... 
[jail in Denver for the crimes he com¬ 
mitted attempting to deprogram two 27- 
year-old Greek Orthodox women. 

The deprogrammers have come under 
increasingly heavy attacks. Archbishop 
Fulton J. Sheen sees deprogramming as 
"brainwashing, often done for huge profit 
and so sinister and violent as to 
overshadow any of the brainwashing j 
charges leveled at the cults." 

* * * 
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Ted Patrick, starter 
of deprogramming, 
faces Sex charges 

by Ted Ajjres 

lews wcwlo mamnrm tJiuu 


WASHINGTON - Tfed Patrick, 
founder of the practice of “depro¬ 
gramming" convent of new reli¬ 
gions, was indicted yesterday by a 
grand jury in Ohio on six counts of 
sexual battery and three counts of 
kidnapping, abduction and assault 
against a 20-year-old woman. 

Patrick, who was out or bail at 
the time of the alleged crimes, is at 
present serving a one-year prison 
term in San Diego from a previous 
conviction on kidnapping charges 
relating to deprogramming. 

San Diego law enforcement offi¬ 
cials said they expected to receive 
extradition papers fipm Ohio 
shortly. . The practice of deprograming 

-Deprogramming* is a widely *»•» been condemned by the 
condemned practice of forcing an American Civil Liberties Union, the 
individual to renounce his or her National Council of Churches and 
religious belief and list been many other religious organisations, 
applied mainly to members of the A grand jury, sitting in Hamilton 

-new religions." But converts to County, Ohio, yesterday handed 
older, established religions have down a nine-count indictment 
also been targets of deprogram- against Patrick and force ether 
■tog. ICorttnueo on papal**) 




PATRICK 

FROM B\GE 1A 

individuals for allegedly kidnap¬ 
ping and sexually abusing Step- 
naine Riethmiller. 

Wbat makes the case 

C rticulariy unusual, officials said. 

that Miss Riethmiller was not a 
member of a religious group. 
Rather, her parents reportedly were 
upset because they thought their 
daughter was having a relationship 
with her “roommate," identified as 
Patncia Thiemann. 

The parents allegedly hired Pat¬ 
rick for $8,000 for his “services" to 
deprogram their daughter from her 
relationship with the woman. 

Also named in foe indictment 
were James Roe of San Diego. 
Naomi Kelley Goff, of Leesburg. 
Ala., and a man identified only as 
"Ray.“The mother. Marita Riethmil¬ 
ler, has reportedly been granted 
immunity from prosecution in 
exchange for her agreeing to testify 
against Patrick and the others. 

five-year sentence 

According to Ray Cameron, a 
forensic consultant to the San Diego 
district attomeyls office. Patrick 
was convicted in October. 1980, on 
kidnapping charges in San Diego 
and was given a five-year prison 
sentence suspended to one year to 
count)’jail andfive years probation. 
At the time of the alleged Ohio kid¬ 
napping. Patrick was out on bail 
pending an appeal to the appelate 
court in California. Cameron said. 

-We petitioned our court to 
revoke his bail, which they did, and 
the court probably will condsider a 
probation revocation bearing as 
well after other charges are made 
known," Cameron said. 

Miss Riethmiller was reportedly 
kidnapped from Ohio and taken to 
Alabama where she was allegedly 
held against her will and sexually 
•bused during the attempted 
-deprogramming.” 


































AFFIDAVIT 


I, Arthur Roselle, do hereby attest that the following is 

true: 

1. That on November 1, 1976 while I was visiting my family, 
who live in Utica, Michigan, I was asked to pick up my 
younger sister Louri Roselle, who was about 16 years old, 
from a neighborhood residence belonging to Mr. & Mrs. 

Ed Czarnecki. 

2. That after being directed to the basement and greeting 
my sister, I was approached from behind by my father who 
while shaking my hand asked me to be co-operative and 
listen to some people who were on the way over. At the 
same moment twelve Cl2) men who accompanied my father moved 
swiftly to block the stairway and surround me. After I had 
moved over in order to position my back to the wall, 

my father spent thirty minutes trying to convince me to 
enter a small room to my right. During this time the 
two deprogrammers my father was waiting for had arrived. 

They were identified as Steve Hassan and Ellen Lloyd 
(both ex-Unification Church members.) 

3. That during that thirty minutes I had deperately tried 
to convince everyone present that I was being held 
against my own will, and that what they were doing 
was illegal. 

4. That when I tried to leave, my arms were seized by the 
men and I was thrown down to the tile floor, causing 
me to hit the tile floor receiving a cut on the inside 
of my lower lip and bruises on my chin and right cheek 
bone. My hands and feet were then tied and I was 
carried into the small room and placed on a cot, where 
the deprogrammers Ellen Lloyd and Steve Hassan began 
working in shifts to deprogran^ne. 

5. That one man present, Harry Kruk, a hypnotist, watched 
the struggle and was standing over me while I lay on 
the floor. That Mr. Kruk observed and recorded my 
deprogramming at various times. 

6. During the first three days of the deprogramming I was 
tied up the whole time, and Steve and Ellen took shifts 
deprogramming me so I was not allowed to sleep. 

7. That when the deprogramming started I decided not to 
speak to anyone or eat anything, that after two days of 
this Steve Hassan threatened to subject me to a series 
of shots. 

8. That during the first three days during Steve's shifts 
he would insult me and humiliate me as a person. 

9. That during Ellen's shifts she would read me documents 
and play me tapes, that the tapes were slanted and untrue 
documentaries from various programmes (from TV and radio), 
that the documents and tapes reminded me of Nazi propoganda 
from World War II. 

9. That Ellen tried to excite arguements between me and 
my family, it seemed to give her great pleasure when 
my parents and myself did get into arguements, that she 
created. 

10. That after three days I decided that there wasn’t much chance 
of anyone finding me. My hands being tied behind my back 

so tightly and for such a long time, the circulation was cut 
off. That as I stretched to look behind me I could see 
that my right hand was turning a bruise color and was 
badly swollen. That when the ropes were removed after 
3 days my left hand was very badly swollen and a blue 
cdlor and my right hand was beginning to swell and get 
a bruise color. 










Page two of the affidavit of Arthur Roselle. 


11. That during the first three days, I was escorted to the 
bathroom while my hands were still bound and tied. 

12. That during those first three days there was no washing 
and/or shaving of my body allowed by’the deprogrammers. 

13. That the bathroom, was a pot that a neighbor helped me 
urinate into, that due to embarressment I did not allow 
mvself to deficate. 

14. That during the first days many people came and went; 
members of my family, my Aunt and Uncle, and my Dad's 
business partner, members of parents' Church, and even 
people I didn't know. Some talked to me, some just came 
and looked at me. I was unclean and unshaven, my clothes 
were messed up, and I was either tied to a chair or to 
the cot. The experience was designed to humilitate me. 

That I felt like I was a captured animal in a zoo. 

15. That because after three days I became alarmed about the 
condition of my hands, and my health, I relented. I then 
agreed I would listen to what they, the deprogrammers, 
had to say and requested to have the ropes taken off. 

That they did remove the ropes after I agreed to their 
demand of not trying to escape or run away. 

16. That at this point in time I was allowed to choose which 
of the deprogramming activities, books, and tapes I wanted 
to. One thing we did do was have a Bible Study which was 
at my request. That my brother-in-law Richard Secord 

was the sort-of chairman of the study. The thing that 
struck me the most about the studies were that noone could 
agree upon anything in the Bible. 

17. That I was given a half a dozen books by Steve Hassan, all 
pertaining to brainwashing or mind control, and was 
instructed to read certain segments, which I did. That 

I was struck by the similarities of deprogramming to 
brainwashing: sleep deprivation, food deprivation, 
indoctrination periods, the giving of selecting things 
to read, humiliation, isolation, controlled environment, 
and lack of privacy while taking care of bodily functions. 

18. That as I discussed the pro's and con's of the Unification 
Church's activities and its tenets with Steve Hassan and 
Ellen Lloyd, I was frequently asked to deny the authenticity 
of Reverened Moon and my religious beliefs. 

19. That on the fourth day, that upon asking what it is to be 
deprogrammed and just what it is that these people would 
like me to become, Mrs. Bahling replied: "Deprogramming 
was putting a person in a position where he or she can 
think freely for him or herself." I then assured everyone 
present that I was in the position to think freely for 
myself, and if that was the criterion, that I was 
officially deprogrammed. 

20. That even though I did not renounce my religious beliefs, 

I did take a sincere interest in the literature that I 
was given which ironically, confirmed by thoughts that 
deprogramming is a form of brainwashing or thought reform. 
That the techniques used on me in my deprogramming could 

be quoted from the various books that I was given to read: 

1. Battle of the Mind , 2. True Believer , 3. Rape of the Mind 
4. and a book by Lifton on mind control and Its political 


uses. 

21. That during the period after I was untied, I expressed 
to my parents that I understood that it was their love 
for me which led them to do what they had done. Though 
I did not think that their actions were just or fair by 
any means. That this was a sincere expression, for even 
though their actions were unfounded and unjust and 
unmoral (in any context) they did do it out of parental * 

Signature / aO> (<A^vDc . Notar v/^ki^ t-/ 
continued 
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22. That after seven days had passed, I had made friends 
with everyone. That Steve Hassan assured everyone 
that I was deprogrammed and ready for rehabilitation. 

23. That a former Unification Church member (and an active 
deprogrammer) by the name of Kathy Knight offered a place 
to stay in Tucson, Arizona at her sister and brother-in- 
law's place (Mr. and Mrs. McQueen). This I found would 
be an opportunity for freer movement, plus an opportunity 
to meet Gary Scharf, a director of the Freedom of Thought 
Foundation, which has since been closed down by Federal 
Court Order. 

24. I agreed to leave Michigan and go to Tucson, Arizona with 
the intentions of meeting with Gary Scharf who was working 
as part of the Freedom of Thought Foundation headed by 
Joe Alexander Sr. (Joe is a close associate of Ted 
Patrick, Patrick was serving a jail sentence during the 
time of my deprogramming). 

25. That on November 14, 1976 while accompanied by Kathy Knight 
for a week in Tuscon, and after meeting with Gary Scharf 
(whom, I m afraid disappointed me, as he was a confused 
person), I took the opportunity at 1:00 AM to arrange 

for a taxi to the airport. From there I caught a flight 
to Denver, Colorado, from there I returned to Michigan, 
where I work for the Unificat on Church. That I made my 
escape with any of the deprogrammers knowledge. 

26. That I know from my own experience with deprogramming 
that they could easily cause a person being deprogrammed 
to go into a psychotic break from reality and agree 
with anything that the deprogrammers were telling them. 


STATE OF MICHIGAN 
COUNTY OF iCaJLk^j^i l 



Sworn to and subscribed to 
before me this 7/2? day of 



Notary Public, my commission 


/j /?<f 2- 


HARY BETH PENDER 

NOTARY PUBLIC, KA1KA8Z* CO.,HI 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 8-01-&2 
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AFFIDAVIT 

0 

I, Debbie Korean of Smithtown, Few York, do hereby depose and 
say that: 

I am the daughter of Lyn and Thomas Morgan of 10 Albatross 
Lane, Smithtown, New York. 

That during the month of Kay, 1977 I returned home from a 
a fellowship meeting at "The Way". When I arrived home, my parents, 
my brother, and my sister were in the, living room with two young 
men unknown to me at this time. As I entered, the conversation 
seemed to change and they started talking about burglar alarms, 
the two young men started trying to sell my parents the alarms. t 
I later discovered that one of these men was Kevin Noon and the 
other was named "John". 

Approximately two days later, a Friday, my brother Michael 

Morgan and his wife, Candy Morgan, offered to take me to the movies 

that night. That evening, at about 7 pm we left the house and as 

we were driving my brother suggested we go to look at a construction 

site that he was supposedly working on. The construction site turne 

out to be a motel in Hauppauge, Long Island, whose name I do not 

remember. My brother led me into a room which had a sign on the 

* 

outside "Room under construction". When I was in the room, my 
brother Michael told me to sit down as I would be staying there for 
a while. Then one of the young men who had been at the house two 
nights before came into the room from an adjoining room and intro¬ 
duced himself as "Kevin Noon", a "professional deprogrammer". Kevin 
handed me some papers which were "conservatorship papers". I recall 
them stating that either my parents or sr guardian appointed my a 
judge would have control of my property and income because the 
papers stated that I had turned over all iny income to "The Way". 

I do not remember the papers stating that I was under the control 
of anyone, just my property. 

» I told my brother that the statement about me giving all my 
money to The Way was a lie and he said "We know that, we had to 
say something to get the papers". 
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At about six PM on Saturday Kevin vos convinced I vas 
deprogrammed and told everyone that I vas. Then my family and 
and the deprogrammers had a party. Beer vas bought etc.. At 
about midnight everyone except Kevin and Wayne had left my room. 

Wayne vas vatching TV and Kevin came over to my bed and started 
telling me about hov there vas no tape recording of the deprogrammini 
and that there vere not a bunch of guys outside and that he (Kevin) 
vas originally going to put on a policeman's uniform to scare me 
if I had been violent at first. While he vas talking, he put 
his arm around me and then started kissing me. I vas afraid to 
resist as I thought that if I didn't resist I could get out of 
there a lot sooner. He then asked me to have sex vith him. I 
told him no, as I did not vant to get pregnant - this being a 
good excuse vithout fighting him since I vas still a prisoner 
being kept locked up by him. He said that I didn't have to vorry 
about it as he could get 1( something" from his friend "Wayne" vho 
vas still vatching TV in the room. He got something from Wayne 
and told Wayne to'leave the room and not come back in. Wayne left 

and vent into the adjoining room. Kevin then proceeded to have 

sex vith me. I can truthfully say that if I had been free to leave 1 

the room of my ovn volition, Kevin vould never have gotten close’ 

to me. 

* 

On Sunday morning Kevin called a man in Vermont to have me 
take a "voice stress" test to make sure I hod been deprogrammed. 

% 

I did not pass the test over the phone, but then Kevin talked to * 

* \ 

me and based on the vay I ansvered the questions, he said I passed. 

I vas then made to sign a statement before being slloved to leave. ’V 

This statement said that if I ever vent back to The Way, the , 

• « 

police could come and remove me and that vhile I vas a member of 
of The Wny I vos under "mind control". I vish to state here that f 

I signed this paper under emotional and psychological duress vith 
the only purpose being to be let out of the room and end the*de¬ 
programming. 


« 
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0 

think of the people that you actually brought up there. 

A Yes. 

Q Maybe make a list of them and then try 

and figure out the order in which you brought them 
up there. 

v, 

A Yes. I’m trying to make a mental list here. 

Q Or you are free to just make your own 

list. I am not interested in your notes. 

A It strikes me that I brought a lot of people 

there but I am having a hard time remembering. 

Q Well, let’s go through the ones you do 

remember. : 

A Yes. 

Eddie Tarraba was one. 

Donald Baer. 

Marjorie Cole. 

And there was a girl named fcearl Rosofsky. 

Q Could you spell that last name, first 

and last name? 

A It's simple, I think. I think it's 

R-o-s-o-f-s-k-y. 

Q What is the first name? 

A Pearl. 

Q The mystery has been solved. We have had 
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a number of pronunciations of fhat name over the past 
couple of weeks. 

All right. 

Who else can you remember? 

A I am trying to think. Nobody is coming to mind 

right no*. There had to be morfe^though. 

Q Well, is there something that you can use 

to refresh your memory as to who else you escorted up 
there? 

A No, other than trying to put it down on the list. 

Whom did I escort there? Maybe that's it. 

Jimmy Hollcraft was there. 

Q Well, if you think of more during the 

course of the deposition you can add to the list. 

A Yes. 

Q Why don't you keep that list for your own 

use. 

A Yes. There is no problem there. It may come 

up with someone I was there, and I will be sure to 
add that. 

Q Let's talk about the times you met with 

• # 

Kevin Flynn in which you were not escorting someone 
to his office. 

A Okay. 
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Did you escort Pearl Rosofsky to the 


office? 


Yes. 


Q All right. Pearl Rosofsky. 

That cones to seven. Any others you can 

think of? 

And Tarraba? Did you escort him to the 

office? 

A Yes. 

Wasn't that already included in the list? 

Q I had forgotten. 

A Okay. 

Q That makes eight. 

And that's as many as you can remember 

~ 

at this time; correct? I 

A Correct. ! 

i 

I 

Q All right. . i 

1 

\ 

I would like to go through this list and 

i 

have you indicate to me who else whether you met with 
Michael Flynn at the time and who else was present with 
you besides yourself and the individual whom you have • 
named. You just go right down the list. 

First, Pat Rosenkjar. Did you meet with 


Michael Flynn? 

NEWROCK REPORTING SERVICE - 36 Wot 44th Street. New York. N Y. 10036 . (212) §40-1891 













UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 



FOR THE 


/ 


DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


e/L.ei> 

6CT tfff 


CHRISTOPHER LLOYD GARRISON and 
ELLEN LEE GARRISON, 


Plaintiffs, 


COMPLAINT 


-against- (Plaintiffs Demand 

: A Trial By Jury) 

JOSEPH FLANNAGAN, BARRY FLANNAGAN, 

FRAN FLANNAGAN, STEVEN FLANNAGAN, : 

MARK MCGREGOR, ERNEST SIMPSON, 

JASON VAN STEEMBURG, JOSEPH THOMAS, : 

KEVIN FLYNN and PAULETTE COOPER, 

Defendants. 



Plaintiffs CHRISTOPHER LLOYD GARRISON and ELLEN LEE 


GARRISON, by their attorneys, complaining of the defendants, 
allege as follows: 


The Parties 

1. Plaintiff CHRISTOPHER LLOYD GARRISON is a citizen of 
the United States of America and a resident of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts. 

2. Plaintiff ELLEN LEE GARRISON is a citizen of the 
United States of America and a resident of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts. 

3. At all times pertinent hereto, plaintiff CHRISTOPHER 
LLOYD GARRISON and plaintiff ELLEN LEE GARRISON were, and still 
are, married to each other. 




















o 

w • . 

21. It was a further part of the aforesaid conspiracy 
that the defendants and the named co-conspirators, who are not 
defendants herein, would seek to intimidate, then to interfere 
with, and finally to prevent the plaintiffs from traveling from 
state to state. 

22. In furtherance of the aforesaid conspiracy, and to 
effect the objects thereof, the following overt acts, amongst 
others, were committed: 

(a) " On August 9, 1980, upon entering the home of 
HERBERT LEBOWITZ and SONIA LEBOWITZ, located at 193 Corinth 
Street, North Adams, Massachusetts, plaintiff CHRISTOPHER LLOYD 
GARRISON and plaintiff ELLEN LEE GARRISON were met by co¬ 
conspirators HERBERT LEBOWITZ, SONIA LEBOWITZ and ANDREW LEBOWITZ 
and the defendant JOSEPH FLANNAGAN. 

(b) Immediately afterward the defendants FRAN 
FLANNAGAN, STEVEN FLANNAGAN, MARK McGREGOR, ERNEST SIMPSON, JASON 
VAN STEEMBURG and JOSEPH THOMAS entered the room, and surrounded 
the plaintiffs. 

(c) Defendant JASON VAN STEEMBURG stood next to 
plaintiff CHRISTOPHER LLOYD GARRISON, menacingly, in a fixed 
karate stance. 

(d) Defendant JOSEPH FLANNAGAN informed the plain¬ 
tiffs that he intended to "deprogram" them so that they would 
renounce their religious affiliations with the Church of Scien¬ 
tology and abandon their religious beliefs. 

(e) The defendants and the named co-conspirators, 
who are not defendants herein, forcibly prevented the plaintiffs 
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from leaving the home of HERBERT LEBOWITZ and SONIA LEBOWITZ, 
when they arose to walk outside to their automobile. 

(f) In the early morning hours of August 10, 1980, 
the defendants and the named co-conspirators, who are not defend¬ 
ants herein, forcibly removed the plaintiffs from the home of 
HERBERT LEBOWITZ and SONIA LEBOWITZ, and thrust them against their 
will into the back of a truck that was parked outside the house. 

(g) Thereafter the defendants drove the plaintiffs 
against their will to a remote cottage located in Dalton, Massa¬ 
chusetts. 

(h) The defendants held the plaintiffs captive in 
the aforesaid cottage for approximately one and one-half days. 

The plaintiffs were kept under guard at all times. The plain- j 
tiffs' bedroom, adjoining the living room, lacked a door. Slabs i 
of wood covered the windows of the bedroom and the bathroom. ! 

(i) Throughout the entire period that the plaintiffs 
were held captive, the defendants ridiculed the plaintiffs' 
religion and vilified its founder, attempting to induce the 
plaintiffs to renounce their religious beliefs. 

(j) In furtherance of their unlawful scheme, the 
defendant JOSEPH FLANNAGAN read from and exhibited to the plain¬ 
tiffs written materials obtained from the defendant PAULETTE 
COOPER. 

(k) Despite the plaintiffs' requests that the de¬ 
programming end, the defendant JOSEPH FLANNAGAN refused, in¬ 
forming the plaintiffs that they would endure it, like it or not, 
and that the defendants would continue to detain the plaintiffs 
against their will. 
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(l) In furtherance of their unlawful scheme, and 

as part of their conspiracy to induce the plaintiffs to repudiate 
their religious affiliations and beliefs, the defendants repeat¬ 
edly invited the plaintiffs to confer with the defendants KEVIN 
FLYNN and PAULETTE COOPER, among other persons, and to review 
certain documents, for further" deprogramming. 

(m) During the evening of August 10, 1980, the 
defendant BARRY FLANNAGAN traveled to New York City, where he 
obtained documents from the defendant PAULETTE COOPER for use in 
the defendants' continuing attempt to deprogram the plaintiffs, 
returning early the next morning to the cottage where the plain¬ 
tiffs were held captive. 

(n) On August 22, 1980, the defendant JOSEPH 
FLANNAGAN wrote a letter to the plaintiffs and sent them certain 
documents as part of the continuing attempt to force them to 
renounce their religious affiliations and beliefs. 

(o) On or about September 8, 1980, in Boston, 
Massachusetts, the defendant KEVIN FLYNN implied that the plain¬ 
tiffs' imminent arrest for crimes relating to their association 
with the Church of Scientology of Boston impended unless they 
agreed to join as plaintiffs in a class action then pending 
against the aforesaid Church - an action in which MICHAEL J. 
FLYNN, the brother of the defendant KEVIN FLYNN, represented the 
plaintiffs - all of the foregoing statements made in furtherance 
of the conspiratorial scheme to intimidate the plaintiffs into 
renouncing their religious beliefs and affiliations. 
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(p) On or about October 10, 1980, the defendant 
KEVIN FLYNN went to the private school in Belmont, Massachusetts, 
where plaintiff ELLEN LEE GARRISON is employed as Executive 
Director, and reiterated the threat to the plaintiffs of an 
imminent criminal prosecution unless they renounced their 
religious beliefs and affiliations. 

23. As a result of the conspiracy and acts complained of 
herein, the plaintiffs suffered physical injuries as well as 
mental and emotional distress. 

24. As a further result of the aforesaid conspiracy and 
the acts complained of herein, the plaintiffs were denied, 
intentionally, maliciously and wrongfully, the equal protection of 
the laws and the enjoyment of their rights, privileges and 
immunities as citizens of the United States of America and of 

the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, including, but not limited to, 
freedom of religion, freedom of association and freedom of travel, 

25. In consequence of the acts complained of herein, the- 
plaintiffs have suffered actual damages in the amount of one 
million ($1,000,000) dollars. 

26. In consequence of the acts complained of: herein, 
punitive damages in the sum of one million ($1,000,000) dollars 
should be awarded in favor of the plaintiffs, together with an 
award of attorney's fees as provided by statute. 
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UNITED STATES. DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OP CALIFORNIA 


No, 81-i275-FW 


DEPOSITION OP KEVIN M, FLYNN, taken 
on behalf of the Plaintiff pursuant to notice 
under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 
before Jocelyn S, Rarhay, a.Shorthand Reporter 
and Notary Public in and for the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, at the Offices of Sllverglate 
a Gartner, 33 Broad Street, Boston, 
Massachusetts, conmencing at 11<00 a.m., on 
Tuesday, April 13, 1982, 
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Kevin M, Flynn, et al, s 
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HR. RWJDOLRH: He said he.wasn't soxe. 

# 

No. I said Z don't believe Z did. 



Do you know one way or another, Kr. Flynn? . ^ 

1 don't believe so Z used the word. 

Zs there some reason why you don't use this word. Hr. 
Flynn? 

Well, if -- Z don't believe Z*use the word because Z 

• • 

think probably the definition is — involves kidnapping 
and false imprisonment. 

Zs that how you define it? 


Z think so, yes. When Z think about it, Z think so. 

When did you first have contact with Mr. Bernard Hiller? 
Zt was sometime in November, late November Z think. 


Of what year? 


1980. 


* 


Who contacted who? 


Mr. Hiller contacted me. 


Was that by telephone, by letter? How did he contact 


you? 


By telephone. 


And tell me everything that he said and everything th&tp 



you said in that conversation. 


i 


As best Z can remember, Z'll tell you. 


He identified himself. He explained who he 
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vas. 


What did he say about who he was? 






.<* 


He just mentioned that he vas ~ he had a aon who wa* 

% • • 

involved in the Church of Scientology — he vas — his 

wife 1 think was on the phone too — that he was — he 

knew about us, and he had researched that Z had done 

quite a bit of research on the Church of Scientology. 

Z don't recall how he got ny nane. Z think 

it was through a newspaper, newspaper articles or 

something to that effect. 

He explained briefly what the situation was 

with his son, how he vas in the Church; and he had been 

talking to his son patiently off and on. And he was 

very concerned about his son's health. He felt that 

not just mental health but physical health — that he 

had been involved in the Church for a number of years. 

And now that he had read that a lot of information about 

the Church had recently come up — come out, and he 

knew that — or he discussed the fact that probably 2 

had most of the information concerning the organisation 

* 

in the country; and he wanted to come up and speak About 

f >, 

: 1 

that and about what he oould do to get this information. 

6- 

to his son. 


And he told me that he'd like to get his son 
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out of the Church of Scientology because of dangers it 

.** . • 

had within, you know, the organisation. 

So I remember telling him that it wasn't ' 
uncommon to get a phone call such as his. Z was 

probably talking to as many as five or ten parents or 

V \ 

spouses or whatever %/ho had children or spouses in the 


Church of Scientology, and they were constantly 
requesting information. 


Was that five or ten a week? 

Per %reek, I'm sorry, at that time. 

And he asked if he could come up and meet 
with me to talk about it further and find — at that 
time he wanted to educate himself a lot more on the 
Church of Scientology and find out about some of the 
criminal activities that the organization had been 
involved in which had just recently come out. 

And he asked what would, you know, what the 
©tmortun 1 ties and possibilities %rere to get the 
information to Steve and what vouiu uitw- ~w, »—. 


would happen. 

£ ;* . • 

And I told him that he is welcome to come yap '■ • 

# &•: '• 

and speak about it. And I asked I think for a little.' 
bit of information about him only because of the fact 
that this organization has a group within it called the 


* 
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Boston lawyer, Scientolog^Hi 
locked in battle since 1979 



f Second of two articles 
L By Ben Bradlee Jr. 

I Globe StafT 

p Boston attorney Michael J. 

. Flynn concedes that the Church of 
j ScientolQgy has become an obses¬ 
sion with him, and, for its part, the 
[ church at times has treated Flynn 
! like a demon. 

[ The two sides have fought in 
' and out of court for four years - 
since Flynn and three associates at 
his small waterfront law firm be¬ 
gan spending nearly all their time 
representing Scientology defectors 

S 1.: 


in civil lawsuits againsl the 
church. 

• i 

The torrent of vituperation be-, 
tween the parties has tended to' 
blur the legal claims made in 22 
suits Flynn has Bled around the 
country since 1979. In the suits, all 
still pending, Flynn generally as¬ 
serts that the church has engaged 
in fraud, misrepresentation, 
breach of contract and infliction of 
emotional distress, and that It 
should repay to the 32 defectors he 
represents the money they donated 
to the church, plus damages. The 

i 

--“T 


church categorically denies the 
charges. 

Flynn’s most notable Sciento¬ 
logy case is the one brought in Cali¬ 
fornia last year on behalf of Ronald 
DeWolf, the estranged son of 
church founder L. Ron Hubbard. 
Hubbard has not been seen public¬ 
ly for seven years. DeWolf contends 
his father is either dead or missing, 
though the Judge in the cast said 
recently he believes that Hubbard 
is alive. DeWolf also alleges that his 
father’s personal assets, estimated 
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j|500 million, are being plundered by 
church leaders, and he is asking to be 
appointed trustee of his father's estate.. 

Each side has accused the other of 
-using ugly, underhanded tactics. The 
church, calling Flynn a "shyster” and 
. an •'extortionist.” contends he is "the 
ringmaster of a national media and liti¬ 
gation campaign against Scientology.'* 

- Flynn, meanwhile, likens the 
church to a group of “Nazis.” He 
charges it has carried out numerous 
'dirty tricks and acts of harassment 

■ against him. Affidavits in support of 

his contention are on file in US District 
Court in Boston in connection with 
pending litigation involving four defec¬ 
tors. ' '■ 

’ To support its claims against Flynn, i 
the church often cites What it calls “the 
Michael Flynn extortion letter.” In the 
Amidst of settlement negotiations with 
*ihe church in 1981, Flynn offered in 
rewriting to drop all the litigation filed up 
to that time and return to Scientology 
officials thousands of pages of FBI- 
seized church documents if the church 
would pay the defectors he then repre¬ 
sented “not less** than $1.6 million. If 
the church did not accept in 14 days, 
Flynn added, he would proceed with 
plans to file an additional 8 to 10 suits 
'on behalf of defectors in New York. 
Washington and Los Angeles. Although 
at one point the church told Flynn in a 
letter that it accepted his offer “in prin¬ 
ciple." negotiations on details broke 
dow n . • . • - ■ • • 
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Lawyer’s trash rifled 

Foremost among Flynn's com¬ 
plaints is the rifling of the trash inside 
his office compound on Union Wharf 
for 18 months from 1979-1981 by 
Scientologists to to gain Information 
about him and his clients^ The church, 
which-contends the trash was “public¬ 
ly available.’* has used documents it 
found as the basis for nine lawsuits 
and nine bar complaints against 
Flynn. 

Affidavits by the four church defec¬ 
tors - Carol Garrity, Ford Schwartz. 
Jane Peterson and Warren Friske - al¬ 
lege that church members have con¬ 
ducted numerous acts of harassment 
against Flynn for the ultimate purpose 
of undermining him and his cases. In¬ 
cluded in the affidavits were assertions . 
that, in addition to rifling his trash, 
church members had: 

• Contacted some of Flynn's nan- 
church clients and told them that he 
had cheated them out of money. 

• Telephoned the Internal Revenue 
Service with false financial information 
about him. hoping to spur a tax probe. 

• Monitored Flynn’s activities close¬ 
ly by watchlngand photographing visi¬ 
tors to his cffice and by calling his 
bank regularly to determine how much 
money be had deposited in his account, 
the number of which had been found In 
his trash. 

• Tried repeatedly to plant opera¬ 
tives in his office. 

The church refused to be inter¬ 
viewed by The Globe concerning these 
allegations, saying through its Boston 
lawyer, Harvey A. Sllvergtate, that the 
matter was under Investigation.•" 

According to the affidavit from 
Friske, who said he was heavily in¬ 
volved in anti-Flynn activity until he 
left the church-last year, the church’s 
Boston mission coordinated its cam¬ 
paign against Flynn with national 
church headquarters in Los Angeles. 
He said the Boston organization “con¬ 
ducted almost dally operations against 
him for a period of almost 2 Vi years, 
since he first became involved in litiga¬ 
tion....'* 

"In connection with some of these 
operations," Friske said, “hundreds of 
telephone calls were made to many peo¬ 
ple ... some of which were of an inves¬ 
tigatory nature, and many of which 
were to discredit and harass him 
[Flynn].''. . . , ^ ■- ' \ ; 


f! 
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; In • sworn deposition taken by 
‘Flynn last December. Kevin Tlghe said 
.he was the Boston church member who 
took most of the trash from Flynn's of- 
f flce dumpster. In the deposition, Tlghe 
| said almost dally reports on Flynn’s ac¬ 
tivities would be prepared after culling 
through his trash. The repeats would 
. then ce sent to the church's national 
Jheadquarters. i, .. 

IBar complaints filed ^ 

In April 1982. US District Court 
Judge W. Arthur Garrity Jr. ordered 
the church to return all the papers ami 
i, documents taken from Flynn’s trash. 

The next month, 'Sllverglate filed a no¬ 
etic* with the court stating the Church 
* had complied and returned to Flynn 
P about 20,000- pages of documents and 
| pieces of paper. 

What the church did not turn over 
I to Flynn were partial transcriptions of 
I 60 or so of the typewriter ribbons and 
cartridges that had been discarded into 
f the dumpster by Flynn's office. Silverg- 
late argued that some of the transcrip- 
| tions contained notes made by church 
members, and that they were, there- 
. fore, “work product” protected from 
!‘ discovery by Flynn. Garrity is now in 
possession of the transcripts, pending a 
. ruling on Flynn’s request that he be 
r given access to them. . 

f- Another former Scientologist who 
fias filed an affidavit concerning acttvl- 
; against Flynn Is Jane Peterson, m 
' member of the church's Las Vegas mis- 
f sion from 1975-1980. In her affidav it, 

. she said she observed operations being 

• planned to Infiltrate Flynn’s law aQkx 
| and said the church's express gngl was 

**•... to get Michael Flynn disbarred.” 
r Flynn says the church and its attor- 
V have filed nine complaints with the 
state Board of Bar Overseers, which 

* monitors the conduct of lawyers in the 

► state. Reading from the various com- 
\ plaints, Flynn said they alleged a range 
f of misconduct including: of 
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clients, engaging in "religious bigotry,” 
-engaging in threats against the church 
and Its members, and falling to list on 
'his bar application that he once com¬ 
mitted a traffic violation for not stop¬ 
ping at a stop sign. 

\ -'One of the more serious complaints 
concerned Flynn’s formation of a com¬ 
pany called Flynn Associates Manage¬ 
ment Corp. (FAMCO). Silverglate al¬ 
leged in an August 1981 bar complaint 
that Flynn began FAMCO to raise mon¬ 
key through the sale of its stock to fl- 
• nance his Scientology litigation. 

Soling on documents 

. Flynn said in an interview that he 
-chartered the company as a proposed 
computer venture with one of his broth¬ 
ers. When the venture did not material¬ 
ise, Flynn said, another brother, then 
an investigator for his law firm, pro¬ 
posed reviving the firm so he could sell 
his investigative services on Sciento¬ 
logy to the law firm. Flynn said he re¬ 
jected the proposal in June 1981 be¬ 
cause It would have given "the appear¬ 
ance of Impropriety.” He said no stock 
in FAMCO was ever issued or sold. 

In referring the FAMCO complaint 
to the bar board, Silverglate and his 
partner, Nancy Gertner, wrote they had 
*Just learned" that the church bad 
been involved In trash-taking, and that 
it had gone on “without our authoriza¬ 
tion or prior knowledge.” 

Since the FAMCO proposal was one 
6 f the Items uncovered In Flynn’s 
trash, Silverglate and Gertner asked 
the board to rule if it was proper to use 
the documents as a basis for a bar com¬ 
plaint, or In litigation. Daniel Klubock, 
bar counsel for the board, said he ad¬ 
vised Silverglate that as long as the doc¬ 
uments were "legally obtained," they 1 ’ 
could be used. 

Silverglate indicated his reading of - 
the law was that it is legal to take trash 
left out in public for collection. But 
Flynn argues that It constitutes tres¬ 


passing. larceny and invasion of priva¬ 
cy to take trash if the receptacle is on 
private property and is privately dis¬ 
posed of, as at Union Wharf. 

Flynn said Silverglate had personal¬ 
ly filed five of the nine complaints 
against him. Silverglate refused to dis¬ 
cuss them, noting that the proceedings 
of the Bar Board are confidential. How- 
7 ever, he said he would be interviewed 
~ about the complaints If Flynn gave him 
' a written waiver to do so. Flynn de¬ 
clined, but did provide such a waiver so 
- bar counsel Klubock could discuss the 

I matter. --‘V. . >, 

Klubock said the church allegations 
of misconduct against Flynn had been 
dismissed, while Silvergiate’s have 
been consolidated into one ’’grievance.*’ 
f pending a determination of whether ft 
*’ should be upgraded to a full-fledged 
- complaint that would be reviewed by 
i the Bar Itself.. j 7 \... r ; r -? 

pefector wanted money returned 


? Flynn, a resident of Boxford, is a 38-, 
1 year old graduate of Holy Cross and) 
b Suffolk Law School, and a former asso- 
Iciate in the Boston law firm of 
( Bingham, Dana & Gould. Married with 
I three children, he is also a pilot who 
t owns his own twin-engine plane. _ * [ 

* Flynn began' his Scientology litiga¬ 
tion in mid-1979 after a church defe e 

t tor; LaVenda Van' Schalck, Ak icnl Af 

- Somerville, requested he file suit tf're¬ 
-cover the $12,800 she said she haddpn- 
. a ted to the church. Several laOPthabJ- 

* er, nine high church officials w crr . oo n - 

- vlcted in connection with a schemeto 
< Infiltrate and break into several federal 
] agencies in Washington that wqredn- 
investigating Scientology. t ; T 

, - Fortuitously fbr]F]ynn.,tne>JusUi^ 
i Department made public some 30,000 
i documents, it had seized from the 
: church, which fbnaeg (he ftaslq-of toe 
prosecution.* Flynn : said tbedocujncnfc. 
r which in part detailed the church’s 
plans and programs tqattack its crit¬ 
ics, confirmed for. him fils suspicions 
that he was a similar target hf to 
f Scientologists. Shortly after photocopy- 
r tng aO of the documents, Flyrinfljed a 
l $200 million class-action suit ag&tott 
t the church on behalf of Van Schalck 
i»; and other “victims" of the churchlfThe 
p counts containing the cla«M9.r#c|$on 
claims were later dismissed Jiy £$IXltar)-. 
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J i ••• Coming at a time when tlie church 
| • was receiving bad press because of the 

• ■ conviction of nine of its officials. 
\ ; . Flynn’s suit, attracted the attention of 

• ‘many Scientology defectors. V*, 0 ” 1 ?*. 

! [ In his fourth year of litijgatlon 
j against the church, Flynn has bebome 

• i the principal source of anti-Scientology 
« Information and documents th -the 

• !_ country. vbns'A 

He has also served as a cohfact for 
; {- law enforcement officials. He. oopperat- 
ed with authorities In Toronto, who in 
March of this year raided churcl) .beqd- 
\ quarters in that city and selzeda tnick- 
1 load of documents aa part pf aq tqvepti- 
Cgatlon of alleged consumer ,fmd tax 
1 fraud. Flynn is also cooperating .with 
, pending criminal Investigations^ 

. . church In Florida and Arizona^, ’! ‘ ‘ 

- : In the DeWolf case in CaliforqU^fi?e 
f church notes Flynn is seeking to prp- 
J-tect Hubbard’s assets, wh%/fPipther 
T suits he is trying to seize them.,.: rr v 
. “You can’t have It both wam^lie- 
.... her Jentzsch, president of the Church 
- of Scientology International, aaid-te-a 
recent Interview. “Flynn is a man 
~ who’s given new definition ^to the^wptd 
i shyster . •. The man is unoootionAte. 

1 We don’t pay extortionists. .. We'll out- 
l last him by far... Yop dpq’t c^ticl^a 
v* man’s religion in this country^and get 
1 away with It." ' v 

£ Responds Flynn: "They f tf^t6pcr- 
f tray me as the ambulance- chasing, 

? money-grubbing attorney, it’s a bunch 
/of garbage. My office is out more than 
£ $350,000.... I r ep r es en t regularpcople 
pursuing a group that can only fee com- 
- pared to the Nazis. The.,scope of-thls 
thing is staggering, lused to be a nor- - 
mal guy, but litigating against this cult 
i. has made me very carefiiL” > s 1#? 
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Q And then you paid some expenses, and you paid soma 

‘ 

individuals for the services provided to Hr. Miller#.. 

•» 

correct? 

* . 

A Correct. 

Q And vere those individuals paid by check out of the 
_ F.A.M.C.O. account? 

A Correct. 

Q And where are those records of that account at this tine r 
A Probably in my office. 

Q Would you be so kind as to provide the records of the 
account in this deposition tomorrow? 

A Sure. 

Q Did F.A.M.C.O. have numerous transactions — strike that 

When did F.A.M.C.O. come into existence — we 
should start there — approximately? 

A October maybe of 1980. Maybe September. 

Q Since its beginning in October or September of 1980 
until now — 

A Huhm, huhm. 

Q — has F.A.M.C.O. had a number of clients? 

A Yes. 

Q Can you estimate the number of clients? 

A Three. 

Q One being Mr. Miller, correct? 
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0 

going back and forth between yourself and Kevin Flynn? 

A I don’t, I don’t recall anything, no. 

Q Is it a fair statement to say that with 

the exception of these meetings, most of your contact 
with Kevin Flynn is done via the telephone? 

A That would be fair. 

Q And sincfe you first became acquainted wit? 

Kevin Flynn, can you estimate the amount of telephone 
contact you have had with him? 

Is it on a weekly basis, a monthly basis? 
What is your best estimate? 

t 

A Maybe about 10 times. 

Calling Boston is expensive, so I try to keep th 
to a minimum. 

Q Did Kevin Flynn pay you directly for 

your services in the Steve Miller deprogramming? 

A He paid -- reviewing the records there, when 

he has paid me he has always paid me by check, so, 

yes, he would havepaid me directly. 

Q What I am asking is whether you received 

your payment from Kevin as opposed to from some other 
• * 

person. 

A uh p no, it wouiu have been fror* ICcvin. 

Q Have you ever received payment for 

NEWROCK REPORTING SERVICE - 36 Wen 44* Street, New York, N.Y. 10036 • (212) 840-1! 

















Flanagan 

deprogramming services directly from the family or 
was it always through Kevin? 

A You know, from families and from Kevin. 

MR. LEVINE: Kell, wait. I think your 
question is a little unclear. 

First of all, the question itself 
assumes that every deprogramming he has ever 
done he has done with Kevin. 

You are talking about those situations 
where he is involved with Kevin in a 
deprogramming situation, does he always receive 

t % 

payment from ’-Kevin. 

MR. RANDOLPH: Of course 
Q If Kevin isn't involved in a situation 

I assume you don't receive payment from him. 

A Correct. 

I was a little confused about that myself. 

Could I add something else? 

Q Yes. 

A There was one situation where I was not paid 

directly by Kevin, Tarraba. The boy's name was 
. * 

Eddie Tarraba. 

Q That was a situation in which Kevin Flynn 

was involved, but nonetheless you were not paid by 
NEWROCK REPORTING SERVICE - 36 Wot 44th Street. New York. N.Y. 10036 * (212) 840-1891 
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m 

m 

Kevin Flynn; is that correct? 

A That's correct. 

Q Is that the only o # ne that falls in that 

category that you can recall? 

A That would be the only one. * 

Q Generally if Kevin isn’t involved, then 

he has no place in the chain of passage of money, 
correct? 

A Correct. 

Q And if he is involved, then he is. 

generally the one who disburses the money; is that 

t 

correct? : 

A That's correct. 

Q And can you estimate the number of times 

you have been paid by Kevin Flynn for deprogramming 
associated activities? 

» 

i i 

MR. LEVINE: Let me confer with him for a 

moment. 

(Consultation between the witness 
and Mr. Levine.) 

Q Have you had an opportunity to confer 

• f 

with your counsel? 

A Oh, yes. 

Q All right. 

NEWROCK REPORTING SERVICE - 36 We* 44th Street. New York. N.Y. 10036 -v(212) 840-1891 
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I kuuM vl.it I hevc written up some either quick' 
statements or taken time to write out statements* If 
I can track it down I can get copies for you. 

Q I was going to ask for copies. 

A Yes. The overwhelming number of them, I would 

just type it up and that* was that. 

Q And would you make a copy? 

A If I could get to a library to photostat or 
something like that. 

Q And you will look at your records to 

see if tyou have any of those? 

A Yes. 

Q In the Miller case did you present 

written statements of your expenses to Kevin Flynn? 

A I an not sure. I think Kevin, Kevin was 
handling the money on that and he covered most of 
the expenses, but I think I did have expenses 
above and beyond arid I may have written up a 
statement. In something like that it strikes me 
that I wold have kept a copy since we were sort of 
dealing with a third party. 

• t 

Q Do you have any recollection of having 

done so? 

A No, but I could certainly check that out for you. 

NEWROCK REPORTING SERVICE - 36 Wot 44d» Street. New York. N.Y. 10036 - (212) *40-189: 
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Bear, Cole, and Miller* 

m - • • • 

' *’ * * 

Have there been any clients since then for F.A.M.C.O.? 

• • 

Mo. 

■ 

And these were the first three and the only three, 
correct? 

€ 

Yes. 

Have you ever used anyone else besides Joe Flannigan in 
a similar capacity as you used Joe Flannigan in these 
three instances? 

I used a number of former members, you know, to talk 
to people if — or it wasn't necessarily people — well 
let me answer that it's sort of a broad answer. The 
answer is yes. 

And when I say in a similar capacity, had you made 
arrangements for former members to go and have 
conversations with current scientologists? 

MR. LEVINE* You mean current at the time the 
discussions were made? 

MR. RANDOLPH* Yes, of course. 

Yes. 

Mow, F.A.M.C.O. has never paid others besides Joe 

' : f - 

Flannigan, is that correct? «. 

* 

No, that T s incorrect. 

F.A.M.C.O. has paid others besides Joe Flannigan? 










Right. ' 

i ■ * -I 

• 

In the Bear and Cole matters, did F.A.M.C.O. pay anyone, 
else besides Joe Flannigan? ^ 

Maybe — let me see. In Bear It may have paid Pat 
Osier. I'll have to go back and look at it. I just 
don't remember. 

Well, you Indicated earlier that to the best of your 
knowledge in Bear Joey Flannigan acted alone. Is there 
a possibility that Pat Osier assisted him in Bear? 

That's true. Be may have assisted him. Again, I'm not 
sure. I'd have to check. 

t 

And by checking in the checkbook,, that would determine 
whether he. Osier, got a check; right? 

Right. 

If Osler'got a check around the tine of Bear, that would 
lead you to believe that he worked in the Bear case) 
right? 

Right. 


Do you have a checkbook in which to the left-hand side 


you make a notation as to what the check's being written 

Jr V 

, * f’. 

Yes. 


for? 


I assume you would indicate that the check wee being 


written, and it was to come out of the funds that Bear 










c 


c 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


------------x 

s 

Steve Miller s 

t 

VS t 

I 

Kevin M. Flynn, et al. « 

t 

------------x 


No. 81-4275-FW 


DEPOSITION OF KEVIN M. FLYNN, taken 
on behalf of the Plaintiff pursuant to notice 
under the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 
before Jocelyn S. Harhay, a Shorthand Reporter 
and Notary Public in and for the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, at the Offices of Silverglate 
& Gertner, 33 Broad Street, Boston, 
Massachusetts, conmencing at lit00 a • IQe $ on 
Tuesday, April 13, 1982. 



HAROLD GABRIEL. CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTER 
IS VAN WART PATH, NEWTON CENTRE. MASSACHUSETTS 02159 


* 
















1 

2 

: 3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 




A 

Q 

A 

0 


45 

I would say^hat Bernard Miller probably used the word 

0 * ** 

•deprograming." And lay answer would have been — I'm.-. * 
sure I would have said that I had not. been involved in 

• 

deprogramnings. 

Do you recall saying that to him, or are you just 
guessing, Mr, Flynn? 

I'm not certain. That's why I said, "I would have said,* 

* 

because l'n not certain. 

All right. Were you'tneeting with Mr. Miller in the 
auspices of Kevin Flynn or in the auspices of Flynn 
Associates Management Corporation or in the auspices of 
Investigator'or Michael Flynn? 

Will you please determine what fashion you 
presented yourself to Mr, Miller? 

I think I myself and the Flynn Associates Management 
Corporation, 

Just for brevity, can we refer to that here as 
F.A.M.C.O.? 

F.A.M,C.O. 

Is that corporation still in existence? 

Yes. 


r?\.\ 

V;.\ Vy -' 
•' 


When Mr. Miller paid you for your services, did he ]|ny'j t 
you by cash or by check? f 


Check. 


36 
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Waging 
war with 
Scientology 




By JANET D'AQOSTtNO * 
Tunes staff I* 


!.-* * 


Lawyer Michael Flynn of Boxford . 
toys the Church of Scientology Is a front % 5 ; Vi 1 
for a fascist organization. Scientologists 
claim he is an opportunist and a fortune 1 



hunter. 

Flynn, who practices In Boston, and 
church officials have been sparring In 
courthouses across the country for the 
past tour years- But the struggle has 
become a battle of name-calling as well 
as lawsuit*. 

• ‘Tin No. 1 on their enemy list/' said 
Flynn, who represents 92 former Scien¬ 
tologists throughout the United States 
accusing the church of kidnapping, ex* ^ 

lortloo and larceny, among other ant cities throughout the country, and 
‘ of Flynn’s clients Is the '.«* mo rt attempt to besmlrafc his 

'name.. Nine suits, he said, have beer, 

* /dismissed so tar. 

•* “This suit will be dismissed, too.** 
/ said Flynn, who Is a graduate cf Holy 

* Cross College and Suffolk University 
Law School. 


■Mi* 

iti? 

Michael Ffyon: Enemy No. 1 


charges. One _ _ 

estranged son of the church's founder;' 
who dropped out of sight two years ago. 

Flynn said the church is waging a 
“black campaign*' to destroy bis career, 
and to frighten him into backing away 

itoie 


from the litigation. The Scientologists 
counter that Flynn Is waging a propa¬ 
ganda campaign to discredit the 
church. 

Beth Flynn and the church have filed 
numerous lawsuits In courts thoughout 
the country. Both aides claim to be 


Church oriicials don’t agree 
“Michael Flynn has a habit or makkg 
false and outrageous statements con¬ 
cerning the church and Is now going to 
be confronted vylUi them In a court of 
law,” said Roger Geller, altwey for 


Winning the battles, If not the war. . the Scientologists. “Since be is an altor- 


ln the most recent case last week, the 
church filed a libel suit against Ftynn In 
U.S. District Court in Boston, accusing 
him of Idling lies to a newspaper report¬ 
er In Clearwater, Fla-, where he coordi¬ 
nated beatings on the group's activities. 


ney engaged In massive litigation 
against Scientology, one would expect 
Flynn to base bis remarks on (acts 
Instead he has once more indulged In 
wholesale fabricator* " 

Flynn, who has been Interviewed by 


. The, Church Is seeking damages in v * several news shows, magazines and 
excess of $20,000. But a press release. 'newspapers about the Church of Scien- 

E ven to the Times by the Church of Wogy, doesn't usually consent to as 
ilentology of Boston said this Is “mere* ** Interview every time a lt|>el sun Is filed 


and that the 
If the church 
. more than 60 

times that figure. 

. Flynn said this It only one of a dozen 
lawsuits tobe (lied agatosjhlm to differ 



tgitast him. , - 
“This Is so dose to borne that I am 
liking the time for Interviews/’ said 
Flynn. 39, from bis. law office on Union 
Whprf this week. 
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Flynn fights Scientology 


. Continuedfrompage 1 ..... , . ...JJ 

\ Flynn is about'to fileliii bw^towsutf sigairisi church 
founder L. Ron Hubbard to seek damages for a con¬ 
spiracy he said Is being fought against him. He 
charges that from 1070 to 1981 that conspiracy included 
bomb and letter threats to bis law office* harrassment 
of his clients and rifling of his trash. 

At one time, be feared for his own life and was 
protected by bodyguards around the clock while he 
Coordinatedthc hearings in Florida. . . t .. 

'Tin not afraid anymore because my profile 1$ too 
high/’ he said. But when asked if he stUI carried a gun, 
Flynn pulled a .857 Magnum revolver from his desk 
drawer. 

Flynn claims that Scientology Is not a religion but a 
front for an organisation whose goal Is to gather large 
amounts o( money and information lltat can be used 
against Individuals. ! 

Scientology was founded in 1954 by L. Ron Hubbard, 
a science fiction writer turned religious leader. A 

E ember of the Church of Scientology In Boston de- 
rlbed Hubbard’s philosophy as an organized body of 
scientific research and knowledge about life and the 
mind. It Includes the practice of Improving the IntellJ- 
KcnCO And conduct o( persoos* 1 

This is done by the use of engrams — mental images 
or pictures which are memories of physical and emo¬ 
tional paJn — during confessions or auditing sessions, 
•aid the spokeswoman, , • , 

Auditing sessions often make use of an e-mclor. 
described as a "religious artifact" resembling a melai 
lunch box with a dial and several knobs. Two wires 
coming out of the box lead to two tin cans which are 
‘beld In the hands of the confessor. The e-meter helps 

Im«U ap«w Af Wlrf AM Aflllr h* llUli Kll IMAN* 

trained to read tnem. . 

Commercials for Hubbard’s book, “Dlanetlcs/* can 
still be heard on Boston radio stations and sound Uke 
ads for any other self-help book. . • 

Flynn said scientologists work on fear and Igno¬ 
rance and prey on the weak and unstable. The church 
Is actually a front for the largest, private espionage 


.organization in the country whose ultimate goal b to 
Infiltrate the government, ne said. 

'•They are vicious, intimidating. Nazis/’said Fiynn 
“It's hard tor people to believe, out oven this b only 
the tip of the Iceberg." 

. Flynn believes the church Is so pervasive that be 
said he doesn't bother to obtain an unlisted phone 
number tor his home at 72 High Ridge Road because, 
"they would know the unlisted number before I did " 

Although he has received threats at his office, Flynn 
said his wife, Laima, and three children have not been 
threatened- 

The church was ordered to turn ever any document* 
they took from Flynn’s trash in April 1982, by U. S 
District Court Judge James Garrity Jr. 

Flynn’s battle with (he Scientologists started in the 
summer of 1979 when a young woman from Somer¬ 
ville, LaVenda Van Schalck, came to his office claim¬ 
ing she was a former member of an organization that 
was Infiltrating the government through a private 
espionage organization. 

"I hired a private investigator and found the allega¬ 
tions were true," said Fiyon. 

It was several months after he filed a suit for Ms 
Van Schalck, in an effort to recover na.aoo she said 
t she bad donated to the church, that nine Scientology 
officials were convicted of involvement with a plan to 
Infiltrate and enter federal agencies in Washington 
that were Investigating the church. Two more church 
: officials, Including Hubbard's third wife, were later 
Convicted and a re now In jail. 

Documents released publicly by the U.S. Justice 
Department helped form the basil of Flynn’s case for 
Ms Van Schalck. which is still pending 

Flynn now confers with 80 other lawyers throughout 

. Ike MUhln* rdp r*ae«tttntf C»(»Ale!tai- 

Of the 22 lawsuits filed by Flynn have come to court, 
. but he said none have been dismissed and that be Isas 
won every major motion thus far. 

Of the r *black campaign," Flynn said the church has 
not uncovered any skeletons in niscloset. 

“In tour years they've only found a stop-sign viola¬ 
tion/’he said. 

















7 - /au*I' Z> =" CaUS ~ ~ W 1 / 

«... - • - • . •.•• •••■• . ... . . » . ....... . . . * _ 


J[ L-C... - -__ £*<<-__ -_-_ 

-- faa 4 - Cc^lcQ . .. 

/-£ U-< 1../& .. i ...-... C4.^> <-sl rr—rr —TT"... Sfa 6J. 

--- *Aa.f _ 

\ • 

_ /) - _ Ca^J cs* - - s$-Uk-> 

• • • • 


Aof:. ^hl°yi 

/nusi- ^-fa _ 




















































1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

1G 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

2G 

27 

28 




#103-A 

C 



JONATHAN LUBELL 

COHN, GLICKSTEIN, LURIE, 

OSTRIN, LUBELL & LUBELL 
1370 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, New York 10019 
(212) 757-4000 

•< • f.,, .1 r> , - *•'') 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Church of Scientology of California 

L V ___ 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, 4 ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

MICHAEL J. FLYNN, ) 

) 

Defendant. ) 

_ ) 


S3 5052 R 
Civil No. 

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES 
oOo 

JURY DEMAND 



Plaintiff, by its attorneys Cohn, Glickstein, Lurie, 
Ostrin, Lubell and Lubell, as and for its complaint against 
Defendant, alleges as follows: 


I. 

JURISDICTION AND PARTIES 


1. This Court has jurisdiction of the within actions 
under the provisions of 28 U.S.C. Section 1332. The matter in 
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controversy exceeds, exclusive of interest and costs, the sum 
of Ten Thousand Dollars $10,000.00. 

2. Plaintiff Church of Scientology of California 
(hereinafter CSC) Is' a not for profit religious corporation 
duly organized under the laws of California with its principal 
place of business in the County of Los Angeles, State of 
California. 

3. Upon information and belief. Defendant 
Michael Flynn (hereinafter "Flynn") is a resident of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

4. At all times herein mentioned. Plaintiff has been 

*•» 

and still is engaged in the dissemination and advancement of 
the religious beliefs of Scientology, a religion founded by 
L. Ron Hubbard, whose writings and teachings formed the basis 
of the religion. In 1979, CSC was the ecclesiastical "Mother 
Church" of many Churches then organized throughout the United 
States for the purpose of advancing and maintaining the 
religious doctrines, tenets and practices of Scientology. 


JURY DEMAND 

5. Plaintiff demands trial by jury as to this entire 


action. 


CAUSE OF ACTION 


(Defamation) 


6. On June 25, 1983, Flynn spoke to a gathering of 
persons in Los Angeles, California (hereinafter "speech") upon 
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information and belief, said gathering consisted of more than 
eighty people. 

7. During the said speech, Flynn uttered the 
following words: 

"Among the things that occurred to me in the 
four years that I have been litigating with an 
enormous organization that has a few people that 
control huge amounts of money, to hire armies of 
lawyers to try to destroy me and my clients and 
whether you know it or not yet, people like 
yourself, is what the whole war and game and 
battle is about. 

In October 1979, shortly after I rejected an 
offer from the Church of Scientology that is to 
say whoever that is to get a refund for a client 
which I'm going to explain to you a little bit 
about, I was flying up to South Bend, Indiana and 
my airplane engine quit after an hour and a half 
in the flight, and for those of you who are 
pilots, you know that any degree of condensation 
you pick up on a pre flight examination from your 
fuel tanks. Well I was an hour and a half into 
the flight and we lost power entirely and we made 
an emergency landing and my eleven year old son 
was in the plane, another lawyer and a college 
classmate of mine, a Vietnam Veteran, and we 
drained off quarts of water from my fuel tanks. 
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And as I indicated, it was shortly after I 
rejected an offer that I'm going to talk to you 
people about." 

.... * * * 

"And that's when their lawyer showed up and 
offered me a check for her money plus a little 
bit. And I told the lawyer what he could do with 
his check and that took place shortly before the 
plane incident. Now for a number of years, I 
dismissed the plane incident as being simply too 
preposterous to believe that this organization 
could do it." 

8. Upon information and belief, by the aforesaid 
statement alleged in paragraph 6 above, Flynn intended to 
convey and did convey to the audience the defamatory meaning 
that the Church of Scientology had attempted to murder him in 
October, 1979, by putting water in the gas tanks of his 
airplane. 

9. Upon information and belief, the audience that 
heard Flynn's statement at the meeting or in any recording of 
that speech understood said statement to mean that the Church 
of Scientology had attempted to murder him in October, 1979, by 
putting water in the gas tanks of his airplane. 

10. The meaning of said statement to a reasonable 
person was that the Church of Scientology had attempted to 
murder Flynn in October, 1979, by putting water in the gas 
tanks of his airplane. 
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11. Upon information and belief, the aforesaid false 
and defamatory statement, referring to the Church of 
Scientology, was intended by Flynn and understood by the 
listening public to be of and concerning Plaintiff, who was in 
1979 the "Mother Church" and identified by Flynn in various 
documents and statements as the Church entity responsible for 
alleged actions against Church critics and adversaries. 

12. By the aforesaid statement, Flynn charged 
Plaintiff with the commission of serious criminal conduct. 

13. Upon information and belief, at the time of the 
aforesaid statement, Flynn knew it to be false and made it 
intentionally and recklessly for the purpose of damaging 
Plaintiff. 

14. Upon information and belief, Flynn made the 
aforementioned defamatory statement with reckless disregard as 
to the truth or falsity of it and of its meaning to the 
listening audience. 

15. Upon information and belief, Flynn made the 
aforesaid defamatory statement knowing that he did not know 
whether it was true. 

16. By reason of the aforesaid acts and omissions of 
Defendant, Plaintiff has sustained serious actual damages, 
including but not limited to the following: 

a. Plaintiffs' reputation has been grievously 


injured. 

b. Plaintiffs' ability to conduct religious 
affairs to advance and disseminate the principles and practices 
of Scientology have necessarily been substantially impaired. 
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c. Plaintiff has received, after the said 
speech, from persons who heard the speech, requests for 
repayments of monies advanced to Plaintiff and for refunds from 
Plaintiff totalling -in excess of $10,000. 

d. Plaintiff has incurred and will continue to 
incur expenses, in an amount which cannot at this time be fully 
determined, to correct Defendant's defamatory statements. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against 
Defendant in the amount of $1,000,000 as actual damages, 
including no less than $10,000 of special damages, and in the 
amount of $1,000,000 as exemplary damages, together with the 
costs and disbursements of this action, including fair and 
reasonable allowances for counsel fees and other lawful 
expenses. 

DATED: August 4, 1983 



COHN, GLICKSTEIN, LURIE, 
OSTRIN, LUBELL & LUBELL 

bv yvJJdjj 

JONATHAN LUBELL 
^Attorneys for Plaintiff 
Church of Scientology of 
California 
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^ VERIFICATION 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF 

I have read the fore.oin. COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES 



-----and know its contents. 

IS CHECK APPLICABLE PARAGRAPH 

I am a party to this action. The matters stated in it are true of my own knowledge except as to those matters which are 
stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I believe them to be true. 

I am B an Officer □ a partner_□ a_r> f Church of _ 

Scientology of California 


a party to this action, and am authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that 
reason. I have read the foregoing document and know its contents. The matters stated in it are true of my own knowledge 
except as to those matters which arc stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I believe them to be true. 

I am one of the attorneys for----, 

a party to this action. Such party is absent from the county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make 
this verification for and on behalf of that party for that reason. I have read the foregoing document and know its contents. 
I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in it are true. 

Executed on August 4 . i IQ 8 3 gt_ LOS Angeles _California. 


I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Signature * 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT OF DOCUMENT 
(other than summons and complaint) 


Received copy of document described as. 


on-19_ 


PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF 

! am employed in the county of- 

I am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within action: my business address is:. 


Signature 


State of California. 


On-:-19__ I served the foregoing document described »Sl 


_on--- 

in this action by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a scaled envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid in the United 
States mail at:-----— -—--—.- 


addressed as follows: 


(BY MAIL) I caused such envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid to be placed in the United States mail 
at __ California. 

0 (BY PERSONAL SERVICE) I caused such envelope to be delivered by hand to the offices of the addressee. * 

Executed on_-__ 19_ at----. California. 

I"! (State) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above is true and correct. 

0 (Federal) I declare that I am employed in the office of a member of the bar of this court at whose direction the service was 

made. 


STUART'S E*F**00« TlMCSAVEP (REViSCO 7/»1) 


Signature 
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CIVIL COVER SHEET 

The JS-44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replace nor supplement the filing and service of 
pleadings or other papers as required by law. except as provided by local rules of court. This form, approved by the 
Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974. is required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose 
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* DEFENDANTS 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
OF CALIFORNIA 


COUNTY OF RESIOENCE OF FIRST LISTED PLAINTIFF. 
(EXCEPT IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES) 


Los Angeles 


MICHAEL J. FLYNN 


Essex 


COUNTY OF RESIOENCE OF FIRST LISTED DEFENDANT 
(IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES ONLY) 

NOTE: IN LAND CONDEMNATION CASES. USE THE LOCATION OF THE 
TRACT OF LAND INVOLVED 


ATTORNEYS (FIRM NAME. ADDRESS. AND TELEPHONE NUMBER) 

JONATHAN LUBELL (212) 757-4000 

COHN, GLICKSTEIN, LURIE, OSTRIN, 
LUBELL & LUBELL 
1370 Avenue of the Americas 
New York. NY 10QL9 


ATTORNEYS (IF KNOWN) 


(PLACE AN E IN ONE BOX ONL Y) 

□ 1 U.S. PLAINTIFF D2u.S. DEFENDANT 


BASIS OF JURISDICTION 

□ 3 FEDERAL QUESTION {§4 DIVERSITY 
(U.S. NOT A PARTY) 


IP DIVERSITY , INDICATE 
CITIZENSHIP ON REVERSE. 
(28 USC 1332 . 1441/ 


CAUSE OF ACTION (cite the u.s. civil statute unoer which you are filing and write a brief statement of cause) 


DEFAMATION — DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 


(PLACE AN E IN ONE BOX ONL Y) 


NATURE OF SUIT 


CONTRACT 
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ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 


CIVIL RIGHTS 
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□ 441 VOTING 

□ 442 JOBS 

□ 443 ACCOMMODA- 

TONS 

□ 444 WELFARE 
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RIGHTS 

□ 610 AGRICULTURE 

□ 620 FOOD & DRUG 

□ 630 LIQUOR LAWS 

□ 640 R.R. A TRUCK . 

□ 650 AIRLINE REGS. 

□ 660 OCCUPATIONAL 

SAFETY/HEALTH 

□ 690 OTHER 
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LA8QR 

□ 510 VACATE 

SENTENCE 

(2255) 

□ 530 HABEAS 

CORPUS 

□ 540 MANDAMUS A 

OTHER 

□ 550 CIVIL RIGHTS 

□ 710 FAIR LABOR 

STANDARDS 

□ 720 LABOR/MGMT. 

RELATIONS 

□ 730 LABOR/MGMT. 

REPORTING ft 
DISCLOSURE 

ACT 

□ 740 RAILWAY LABOR 

ACT 

□ 790 OTHER LABOR 

LITIGATION 

□ 791 EM PL RET INC 

SECURITY ACT 


BANKRUPTCY 


OTHER STATUTES Com. 


Q 110 INSURANCE 
r 120 MARINE 
I 130 MILLER ACT 
r 140 NEGOTIABLE 

INSTRUMENT 
□ ISO RECOVERY OF 
OVERPAYMENT ft 
ENFORCEMENT 
OF JUDGMENT 

B 151 MEDICARE ACT 
152 RECOVERY OF 
DEFAULTED 
STUDENT LOANS 
□ 153 RECOVERY OF 
overpayment 

OF VETERANS 
BENEFITS 

□ 160 STOCKHOLDERS 
SUITS 

□ 190 OTHER 

CONTRACT 
□ 195 CONTRACT 
PROOUCT 
LIABILITY 


REAL PROPERTY 

§ 210 CONDEMNATION 

220 FORECLOSURE 
230 RENT LEASE ft 
EJECTMENT 

B 240 TORTS TO LAND 
245 TORT PRODUCT 
LIABILITY 

□ 290 ALL OTHER REAL 
PROPERTY 


PERSONAL INJURY 

B 310 AIRPLANE 
315 AIRPLANE 
PROOUCT 
LIABILITY 

pg 320 ASSAULT. UBEL 
^ ft SLANDER 

□ 330 federal 
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B . LIABILITY 

340 MARINE 
345 MARINE 
PRODUCT 
_ LIABILITY 
□ 350 MOTOR VEHICLE 
□ 355 MOTOR VEHICLE 
PRODUCT 
LIABILITY 

□ 360 other 

PERSONAL 

INJURY 

□ 362 PERSONAL 
INJURY-MED. 

... malpractice 
□ 365 PERSONAL 

INJURY 
PRODUCT 
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PERSONAL PROPERTY 


H 370 OTHER FRAUD 

fj 371 TRUTH IN 
^•••1 LENDING 

□ 360 OTHER 

^ PERSONAL 
PROPERTY 
_ DAMAGE 

□ 365 PROPERTY 

DAMAGE 

PRODUCT 

LIABILITY 


420 TRUSTEE 

421 TRANSFER (915b) 

422 APPEAL (801) 

PROPERTY RIGHTS 


620 COPYRIGHT 
830 PATENT 
840 TRADEMARK 


SOCIAL SECURITY 


B 861 HIA (139510 
862 BLACK LUNG 
(923) 

□ 863 DIWC (405(g)) 
863 Diww (405 (g)) 
864 SSID Title XVI 
865 RSI (405 (g)) 

TAX SUITS 


B 870 TAXES 
671 IRS-THIRD 
PARTY 26 USC 
7609 

□ 875 CUSTOMER 

CHALLENGE 12 
USC 3410 

OTHER STATUTES 


□ 400 STATE 

REAPPORTION¬ 

MENT 

B 410 ANTI-TRUST 
430 BANKS AND 
BANKING 


□ 450 COMMERCE ICC 

RATES. ETC. 

□ 460 DEPORTATION 

□ 610 SELECTIVE 

SERVICE 

□ 850 SECURITIES 

COMMODTiES 

EXCHANGE 

□ 891 AGRICULTURAL 

ACTS 

□ 892 ECONOMIC 

STABILIZATION 

ACT 

□ 893 ENVIRON¬ 

MENTAL 

MATTERS 

□ 894 ENERGY 

ALLOCATION 

ACT 

□ 895 FREEDOM OF 

INFORMATION 

ACT 

□ 900 APPEAL OF FEE 

DETERMINATION 
UNDER EQUAL 
ACCESS TO - 
JUSTICE 

□ 950 constitu¬ 

tionality OF 
STATE STATUES 

□ 890 OTHER 

STATUTORY 

ACTIONS 


(PLACE AN E IN ONE BOX ONL Y) 

£10ngmal □ 2 Removed from 

--- State Court 


□ 3 Remanded from 
Appellate Court 


ORIGIN 

□ 4 Reinstated or 
Reopened 


Transferred from 
□ 5 anomer district 
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□ 6 MuftidiSthct 
Litigation 


__ Appeal to District 
□ 7 Judge from 
Magistrate 
Judgment 
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UNITED STATES LISTKICT COUNT 
FOR THE 

DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


CIVIL ACTION NO. 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, ) 

Plaintiff ) 

) 

V. ) 

) 

MICHAEL J. FLYNN, ) 

Defendant ) 


COMPLAINT 


PLAINTIFF DEMANDS A 
TRIAL BY JURY 


Plaintiff, by its attorneys, GELLER E WEINBERG 
and COHN, GL1CKSTE1N, LURIE, OSTK1N, LUBLLL E LUBELL, 
as and for its complaint against defendant, alleges 
as follows: 


JURISDICTION AND PARTIES 


1. This Court has jurisdiction of the 
within action under the provisions of 2b U.S.C. 

§1332. The matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive 
of interest and costs, the sum of Ten Thousand 
($10,000.00) Dollars. 

2. Plaintiff CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY OF CALI¬ 
FORNIA, (hereinafter "CSC") is a not-for-profit 
religious corporation duly organized under the laws 
of California with a principal office and activities 
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in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. 

3. Upon information and belief, defendant 
MICHAEL FLYNN (hereinafter "FLYNN") is a resident and 
citizen of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

4. At all times herein mentioned, plaintiff 
has been and still is engaged in the dissemination 
and advancement o^ the religious beliefs of 
Scientology, a religion founded by L. lion Hubbaid, 
whose writings and teachings form the basis of the 
religion. CSC is known in the area of Clearwater, 
Florida as the Church of Scientology and is also 
regarded as the Church organization engaged in 
various litigations in that area. 


CAUSE OF ACTION 

5. Upon information and belief, prior to 
November 20, 1SS2, FLYNN stated to a representative 
of the Cl e arwater Times that the Church of Sciento¬ 
logy had infiltrated the offices of the Volusia 
County, Florida court system, interfered with the 
United States mail, and intercepted and stole checks 
he had mailed to the Court in Volusia. 
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6. Upon information and belief, at the time 
FLYNN made aaid statements he intended them to be 
published in the Clearwater Times and to be circulated 
in the Clearwater, Flordia area and he made said 
statements for those specific purposes. 

7. Upon information and belief, FLYNN made 
said statements w$ll knowing that they would be 
published by the Clearwater Times and circulated in 
the Clearwater, Florida area. 

8. Upon information and belief, at the time 
FLYNN made such statements it was reasonably foresee¬ 
able that said statements would be published in the 
Clearwater Times and circulated in the Clearwater, 
Florida area. 

9. by reason of the aforesaid false state¬ 
ments made to the representaive of the Cle ar water 
Times , FLYNN caused to be published in the issue of 
said Clearwater Times of November 20, 1982, the 
statements: 

hichael Flynn, Clearwater's consultant 
on the Church of Scientoloty, contended 
Friday that Scientologists have 
infiltrated the Volusia County court 
system and stolen two checks that he 
sent to appeal a court decision here. 

* * * 
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Speaking iioiu his boston office, lawyer 
Flynn said he tuailed two checks, one for 
$50 and another for $10, to Volusia, and 
claimed that he even has the bank 
records to prove it. 

"Someone at that end infiltrated the 
courthouse and intercepted the mailed 
check," he said. "Someone like a 
Scientologist." 

The filing fee is very important, Flynn 
said, because it assures him the right 
to appeal the contempt order. 

"It's ridiculous to think I wouldn't pay 
a $60 filing fee," the Boston lawyer 
continued, adding that he has several 
deposits at the First National bank of 
boston and plenty of money in them. 


"If you check into this in depth, you'll 
find that something's afoot in Volusia 
County," Flynn went on. He has noted 
before that Durden and Scientology 
attorneys are "longtime friends." 


By the aforesaid statements set forth in 


paragraphs 5 and 9 above, 1LYNN conveyed and caused 
to be conveyed and the public understood the 
statements to convey the false and defamatory meaning 
that plaintiff, through its members, had improperly 
and corruptly become involved in the judicial system, 
had wrongfully interfered with the U.S. mails and had 
stolen from the U.S. Mails and the Courthouse. 


11. By the aforesaid statements, plaintiff 
was accused of committing or causing to be committed 
serious crimes and of acting in a wrongful manner 
incompatible with the standards of a religious organi 


zation. 
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12. Upon information and belief, the 
aforesaid false and defamutory statements, referring 
to Scientology, Scientologists and the Church of 
Scientology were intended by FLYNN and understood by 
the public to be of and concerning the plaintiff. 

15. Upon information and belief, at the time 
of his statements ^to the Clearwater Times and at the 
time of their publication in the said Clearwater 
T imes , FLYNN knew that the aforesaid statements were 
false insofar as they stated and/or implied that 
plaintiff had infiltrated the offices of the Volusia 
County court system, interfered with the Unitea 
States mail and intercepted and stole checks he had 
mailed to the Court in Volusia, and he made them 
intentionally and recklessly for the purpose of 
damaging plaintiff. 

14. Upon information and belief, FLYNN made 
the aforesaid defamatory statements to the Clearwater 
Times with reckless disregard as to the truth or 
falsity of those statements insofar as they stated 
and/or implied that plaintiff had infiltrated the 
offices of the Volusia County court system, inter¬ 
fered with the United States mail and intercepted and 
stole checks he had mailed to the Court in Volusia. 
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15. by reason of the aforesaid acts and 
omissions of FLYNN, plaintiff has sustained serious 
actual damages including but not limited to the 
following: 

(a) Plaintiff's reputation hus been grievi- 

ously injured in the state of Florida and in other 
places. % 

(b) Plaintiff's reputation and standing in 
the court system in the State of Florida and among 
those responsible for the administration of that 
system has been seriously damaged. 

(c) Plaintiff has incurred and will continue 
to incur expenses, in an amount which cannot at this 
time be fully determined, to correct defendant's 
defamatory statements contained in the said Clearwater 
Times 1 article. 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against 
defendant in an amount in excess of $10,000.00 as 
actual damages, ana in an amount in excess of 
$10,000.00 as exemplary damages, together with the 
costs and disbursements of this action, including 
fair and reasonable allowances for counsel fees and 
other lawful expenses. 
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GELLER b WEINBERG 



boston, Massachusetts 02116 

COHN, GLICK.STEIN, LURIE, OSTR1N, 
LGBELL b LUBELL 



Attorneys lor the Plaintilf 
1370 Avenue of the Americas 
New York, New York 1GC1S 
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Volusia court 
infiltrated, 

Flynn contends 

Cl etw i ec Tim— Staff Writer 

CLEARWATER — Michael Flynn, Clearwater’s con¬ 
sultant on the Church of Scientology, contended Friday 
that Scientologists have infiltrated the Volusia County 
court system and stolen two checks that he sent to appeal 
a court decision there. 

Church spokesman Hugh Wilhere responded to the 
accusation, saying: “C'mon. You got to be kidding.” 

* Volusia County is where a circuit court judge ruled in 
August that Flynn was in indirect criminal contempt when 
he tried to quash a subpoena issued this past spring by 
lawyers for the Church of Scientology. 

At the time, Flynn said he planned to appeal Judge J.. 
Robert Durden's decision. To enter an appeal, one must pay 
a filing fee. 

But the check Flynn sent apparently was “dishonored,” 
and the Fifth District Court of Appeal recently ordtred 
Flynn to show why he should not be held in contempt of 
court for failing to do anything about it 

Speaking from his Boston office, lawyer Flynn said he 
mailed two checks, one for $50 and another for $10, to Vo¬ 
lusia, and claimed that he even has the bank records to 
prove it 

“Someone at that end infiltrated the courthouse and 
intercepted the mailed check,” he said “Someone like a 
Scientologist” 

The fihng fee is very important Flynn said, because it 
Mures him the right to appeal the contempt order. 

“It's ridiculous to think I wouldn’t pay a $60 filing fee,” , 
the Boston lawyer continued, adding that he has several 
deposits at the First National Bank of Boston and plenty of 
money in them. 

“If you check into this in depth, you'll find that some¬ 
thing's afoot in Volusia County,” Flynn went on. He has 
noted before that Durden'and Scientology attorneys are 
“longtime friends.” 

The clerk for the Fifth District Court of Appeal in Vo¬ 
lusia could not be reached to see if he has heard anything 
about Scientology infiltrators. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE 

DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 

CIVIL ACTION NO. 81-681-MC 

PAULETTE COOPER, ) 

Plaintiff ) 

) 

V. ) AFFIDAVIT OF ROGER GELLER 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF . ) 

BOSTON, INC., et al., ) 

Defendants ) 

I, Roger Geller, Esq. of 100 Boylston Street, 
Boston, Massachusetts, 02116, upon oath, do heareby 
depose and state as follows: 

1. I am the attorney for the Church of Scien¬ 
tology of Boston, Inc. in the case of Paulette Cooper v. 
Church of Scientology of Boston, Inc., et al ., Civil 
Action No. 81-681-MC, now pending in the U.S. District 
Court for the District of Massachusetts. 

2. The plaintiff in the above-referenced ac¬ 
tion is represented by Attorneys Michael J. Flynn, Thomas 
Hoffman and Thomas Greene, all of 12 Union Wharf, Boston, 
Massachusetts, 02109. 
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3. Plaintiff's attorneys filed an unverified 
complaint in this action on or about March 9, 1981. This 
complaint alleged causes of action and facts which dup¬ 
licated allegations in two other actions brought by the 
same plaintiff, already pending in federal court in 
California and state court in New York, against the 
Church of Scientology of California and the Church of 
Scientology of New York, respectively. 

4. Plaintiff's complaint in Massachusetts was 
amended on April 8, 1981 to add the Church of Scientology 
of California as a party defendant. 

5. At the same time, plaintiff's attorneys 
moved for a discovery schedule, alleging inter alia, that 
the defendant would obstruct discovery and engage in 
contumacious conduct. Affidavits of counsel purporting 
to detail patterns of harassment and delay on the part of 
the defendant and its sister churches were attached as 
exhibits in support of this request. 

6. Rather than defendants engaging in delay and 
obfuscation, however, the history of this action demon¬ 
strates that it has been plaintiff's counsel who have 
obstructed discovery, failed to abide by the Federal 





; 





Rules of Civil Procedure, and engaged in a deliberate 
pattern of almost hysterical name-calling in an effort to 
prejudice the court against the defendant Churches and 
their attorneys. 

7. This behavior has forced defendants to file 
some five delinquency notices and at least five motions 
to compel further answers to interrogatories. It has 
caused defendants to have to appear on four separate 
Motions to Compel Answers at depositions of witnesses 
represented by plaintiff's counsel after frivolous ob¬ 
jections to legitimate inquiries had been interposed. It 
has forced defendants to move for protective orders to 
assure their discovery could go forward without obstruc¬ 
tion, delay, or unnecessary costs. And it has been 
defendants who have had to move in court to enforce 
agreements made by plaintiff's counsel that they re¬ 
peatedly failed to honor. On all of these above-des¬ 
cribed motions, it has been defendants who have pre¬ 
vailed. (For a more detailed description of plaintiff’s 
counsels' pattern of obstruction, delay and non-com¬ 
pliance see generally Defendant’s Memorandum in Support 
of Motion to Enlarge Time for Discovery and Supporting 
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Affidavit, filed on December 18, 1981, attached as Ex¬ 
hibits A and B, and Defendant's Joint Motion to Enlarge 
Time for Discovery, filed on February 25, 1982, attached 
as Exhibit C.) 

8. Plaintiff's counsel have yet, as of this 
date, to comply with many outstanding and long overdue 
discovery requests. Moreover, if objections to defen¬ 
dants’ discovery exist, none have been filed by plain¬ 
tiff's counsel in court. 

9. It appears to be a consistent pattern of 
plaintiff's counsel to state, in court or otherwise, that 
they intend to cooperate fully, to provide all discovery, 
and to move the case forward, while, in fact, they do 
nothing to honor these representations, thereby forcing 
defendants to expend needless time, energy and funds to 
adequately prepare their defense. 

10. Examples of the non-cooperation and ob¬ 
struction by plaintiff's counsel include, but are not 
limited to: noticing a deposition in Washington, D.C. 
(Joseph Varley) and then failing to notify defendants' 
counsel that they had agreed with the witness to put it 
off; refusing to provide addresses of potential wit- 
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nesses* thereby making them available for deposition 
only at plaintiff's counsels' discretion; noticing their 
own depositions at times when defendants have previously 
noticed other depositions; providing thousands of pages 
of documents, requested to be produced, without any 

v 

specification of which documents were responsive to 
which requests; providing incomplete documents in re¬ 
sponse to other discovery requests; and filing frivolous 
motions for sanctions which were withdrawn after replies 
had been made. 

11. Finally, during recent months, as dis¬ 
covery has progressed and as more depositions are taken, 
plaintiff's counsel have become more and more hostile, 
vituperative, and aggressive. It has been the recent 
practice of plaintiff's counsel to insult defendants, 
verbally attack their attorneys, and engage in harangu¬ 
ing diatribes against the defendants' religious beliefs 
and practices during depositions. 

12. As the new discovery cut off date ap¬ 
proaches, plaintiff's counsel have interposed new delay¬ 
ing tactics, failed to respond promptly to reasonable 
discovery requests, and made additional and outrageous 
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demands for defendants to assume more and more costs, all 
in an apparent effort to force defendants to trial 
without adequate preparation. 


April 22, 1982 



Geljer & Weinberg 
lOA/Boylston Street 
Suite 900 

Boston, Mass. 02116 
482-5200 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
SUFFOLK, ss. «•«», III L 

Then appeared before me the above-named Roger 
Geller who made oath that the foregoing is all true to the 
best of his knowledge and belief. 


Notary Public 
My Commission Expires: 

C Ivv'fS 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE 

DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 

-j---—X 

CHRISTOPHER LLOYD GARRISON 
and ELLEN LEE GARRISON, 

Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

JOSEPH FLANNAGAN, BARRY FLANNAGAN, 

FRAN FLANNAGAN, STEVEN FLANNAGAN, 

MARK MCGREGOR, ERNEST SIMPSON, 

JASON VAN STEEMBURG, JOSEPH THOMAS, 

KEVIN FLYNN and PAULETTE COOPER, 

Defendants. 


STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

j SS • • 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 

SANFORD M. KATZ, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. I am a member of the firm of Katz & Weinstein, 
P.C., attorneys for the plaintiffs in the within action, together 
with the firm of Bowman And Bowman, and submit this affidavit in 
support of the plaintiffs' motion for an Order pursuant to Rule 
37(a)(1) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure compelling the 
defendants JOSEPH FLANNAGAN, BARRY FLANNAGAN, FRAN FLANNAGAN and 
KEVIN FLYNN to submit to the taking of their depositions upon 
oral examination by the plaintiffs. 


: 

S AFFIDAVIT 

Civil Action No. 
. v 81-2608-T 

: 
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2. It is indeed regrettable that counsel must seek 
the Court's assistance in order to depose the aforementioned 
defendants, but their attorney's initial evasiveness in agreeing 
to dates when they might be deposed, and subsequent outright 
refusal to submit them to examination by the plaintiffs, makes 
the within application necessary. 

3. The action at bar was commenced on October 14, 
1981. The complaint charges that the defendants, as well as 

three named co-conspirator non-defendants, conspired to violate 

% 

the plaintiffs' civil rights in contravention of 42 U.S.C. S 
1985(3). It also charges various common law torts and a 
violation of the civil rights statute of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts. 

4. None of the defendants who have been served with 
process have as yet filed a responsive pleading. Zn lieu there¬ 
of, five of the defendants - including the four defendants whose 
depositions are now sought to be taken - have filed motions to 
dismiss the complaint pursuant to Rule 12(b) of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure. Those motions are presently scheduled 
to be heard by this Court on April 26, 1982. 

5. On February 17, 1982, the plaintiffs served upon 
opposing counsel, Michael J. Flynn, Esq., a Notice for the 
taking of the deposition of the defendant Joseph Flannagan in 
Cambridge, Massachusetts, on April 6, 1982. On March 5, 1982, 
the plaintiffs served upon counsel a Notice for the taking of the 
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deposition of the defendant Kevin Plynn on April 7, 1982. On 
March 12, 1982, the plaintiffs served upon counsel Notices for 
the taking of the depositions of the defendants Barry Flannagan 
and Fran Flannagan at different hours on April 8, 1982. (Copies 
of the respective Notices are annexed hereto as Exhibits A 
through D, respectively). 


6. Those defendants have never obtained a protective 


Order of any sort with respect to the discovery sought by the 
plaintiffs, although the defendant Joseph Flannagan successfully 


obtained such Order on January 23, 1982, with respect to the 


plaintiffs' taking of the deposition of a nonparty witness,. 


Richard L. Bast.—^ 


7. In a letter to my partner, Charlene M. Weinstein, 


dated March 19, 1982, counsel for the defendants recited that 
he would be in Los Angeles, California, on April 5 and 6, 1982, 
for an appearance in court, and thereafter for attendance at a 
deposition in an unrelated case, and did not expect to return 
to Boston prior to April 8, 1982. Be thereupon suggested that 
the depositions of the four defendants in the case at bar be 
adjourned to mid-May, offering no reason for such protracted con¬ 
tinuance. (A copy of this letter is annexed hereto as Exhibit E) 

The plaintiffs' motion to vacate that protective 
Order, granted inadvertently by default, is still pending. 
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8. Shortly after receiving that letter, my partner 
received a telephone call from Thomas G. Hoffman, Esq., presum¬ 
ably an associate of Mr. Flynn, but not an attorney of record 
for any of the defendants, who informed her that because of Mr. 
Flynn's required attendance at certain legislative hearings to 
be held in Clearwater, Florida, commencing on April 13, 1982, 
otherwise unspecified regarding duration, the depositions in the 
case at bar could not be held at any tine in April, 1982. 

9. In a letter dated March 24, 1982, Mr. Hoffman 
reiterated that the depositions of the defendants could not be 
held during the first week of April "due to previous commitments 
in Los Angeles" that week, and that they could not be held the 
last three weeks of this month "due to commitments" in Florida, 
presumably referring to the legislative hearings in Cloarwater. 
(A copy of this letter is annexed hereto as Exhibit F). 

10. Because of the extended notice given opposing 
counsel of the taking of the depositions (extending from three 
weeks to nearly two months), Messrs. Flynn and Hoffman's refusal 
to explain with any specificity whatever why an adjournment of 
more than a month was necessary, and their past history of 
simply failing to appear at scheduled depositions in cases 
involving the Church of Scientology, my firm agreed to consent 
to an adjournment of the depositions only until April 13 through 
15, 1982, unless Mr. Flynn provided us with specific information 
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pertaining to his attendance at the aforesaid hearings in 
Clearwater, Florida. We so advised Mr. Flynn in a letter dated 
March 24, 1982. (A copy of this letter is annexed hereto as 
Exhibit G). 

11. On April 1, 1982, Mr. Flynn cavalierly informed 
us that neither he nor the defendants would appear for their 
scheduled depositions, offering no additional explanation there-* 
for, and requested that we provide him with dates in May so that 
he might consult with his clients about their availability. (A 
copy of this letter is annexed hereto as Exhibit H). 

12. 1 have since learned that the ostensible "prior" 
engagements that ostensibly rendered Mr. Flynn unavailable on 
the dates first noticed for the taking of the defendants' 
depositions in the case at bar on April 6 through 8, 1982 - 
namely, a court appearance in Los Angeles on April 5, 1982, in 
Garrity v. Church of Scientology of California , and attendance 
at a deposition in that city on April 5 and 6, 1982, in an 
unspecified case - never cane to pass. (Exhibits E 6 F). More 
importantly, Mr. Flynn clearly knew prior to April 5, 19.82, that 
he would not be in Los Angeles, California, on the aforementioned 
dates, yet he did not inform my firm of that fact, nor did he 
announce his presumed availability to conduct depositions in 
Boston on April 6 through 8, 1982 in the case at bar. 
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13. A. Thomas 
Church of Scientology of 
advised me that on April 
the complaint was indeed 
cases, in the United States District Court for the Central 
District of California. Neither Mr. Flynn nor any associate of 
Mr. Flynn from Boston appeared at that hearing. The plaintiffs 
in those four actions were represented at the hearing by the 
Woodland Hills, California, firm of Contos 6 Bunch. 

14. Upon information and belief, Mr. Flynn was 
scheduled to be deposed as a party defendant in Los Angeles, 
California, on April 5 and 6, 1982, in Miller v. Flynn, et al. , 
an action likewise pending in the United States District Court 
for the Central District of California. For whatever reason, 

I am informed that he simply failed to appear thereat. 

15. In context, I query the reason for Mr. Flynn's 
ostensible inability to attend depositions in the case at bar 
during the last three weeks in April - namely, legislative 
hearings in Clearwater, Florida. (Exhibit F)• Those hearings, 
conducted by the municipality of Clearwater, will not commence 
until May, at the earliest. Moreover, I have learned that Mr. 
Flynn is presently scheduled to attend depositions in Boston, 
in three unrelated cases, on April 15, 16, 27-30, 1982. 




Hunt, Esq., counsel for the defendant 
California in the Garrity action has 
5, 1982, a hearing on motions to dismiss 
held in that case and in three related 
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16. It is readily apparent that opposing counsel, 
along with his associate, has been less than candid in seeking 
protracted adjournments of the depositions in this action. It 
seems likely that Mr. Flynn has agreed to conduct depositions, 
or scheduled motions in cases knowing full well that he had 
prior commitments in other cases, using a belatedly discovered 
"conflict" in his schedule to obtain adjournments. There is 
simply no other explanation for his actions in the case at bar. 
One can reasonably anticipate that absent this Court's inter¬ 
vention, Mr. Flynn will seek to adjourn depositions in May 
because of legislative hearings in Florida, the stated reason 
for his unavailability during the last three weeks in April. 

17. That Mr. Flynn has no intention whatever of sub¬ 
mitting his clients to discovery unless compelled to do so by 
judicial fiat was made eminently clear during a telephone 
conversation I had with him on Friday morning, April 9, 1982. 
After receiving Mr. Flynn's letter dated April 1, 1982, (Exhibit 
H), requesting that I telephone him in order to arrange suitable 
dates for the depositions, I did so, without success, on April 

5 and 6, 1982. His secretary informed me on both days that Mr. 
Flynn was "out of town". On Wednesday, April 7, 1982, Mr. 

Flynn's secretary told my partner that her employer was in 
Florida, unable to reach Boston because of inclement weather in 
Boston—^ - not in Los Angeles , California , where according to his 

2/ Mr. Flynn's unavailability necessitated the adjourn¬ 
ment on April 7 of various motions in the case at bar that were 
scheduled to be heard by Magistrate Collings on Thursday morning, 
April 8, 1982. 


-7 

















recent communiques, he was required to be in court and to attend 
a deposition on April 5 and 6, 1982, respectively. (Exhibits E 
& F). 

18. In any event, I asked Hr. Flynn on April 9 when 
we spoke on the telephone whether we might begin to conduct 
depositions on April 15 or 16 in Boston, at the very least, inas¬ 
much as a hearing was scheduled on April 15 in this case before 
Magistrate Collings. Mr. Flynn then advised me that he was being 
deposed on April 15 and would be attending yet another deposition 
the following da>. 

Mr. Flynn then asked me whether I was free to hold 
depositions on April 28 and 29. I agreed to both dates. After 
telling me that he would have to ascertain the defendants' avail¬ 
ability on those dates, Mr. Flynn thereupon proclaimed to my 
utter amazement that he was not going to have the defendants 
appear for depositions at any time, inasmuch as they had not been 
properly served with process. Sensing the futility of any further 
discussion, I concluded our conversation. This motion follows. 

19. As already noted, the defendants have neither 
sought nor obtained a protective Order staying the taking of 
their depositions until a determination of their motions to dis¬ 
miss the complaint on the grounds that this Court lacks in 
personam jurisdiction over them and that service of process was 
insufficient. Those notions are presently scheduled to be heard 
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by the Court on April 26, 1982. We believe that the defendants' 
contentions regarding lack of personal jurisdiction and insuffi- 
cency of service of process lack any merit whatever, for all of 
the reasons set forth in the Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Law 
submitted in opposition to the defendants' motions to dismiss 
the complaint. (Plaintiffs' Memorandum of Law at 52-58). In 
any event, the mere pendency of these motions does not 
operate to stay all discovery, nor is such'a stay warranted. 

20. Under the circumstances, Mr. Flynn has acted in 
bad faith, thus far with impunity. After weeks of correspondence 
requesting adjournments because of ostensible prior engagements, 
and requesting an adjournment of depositions until May, he cannot 
now be allowed to avoid discovery simply because such "commit¬ 
ments" no longer exist. 

21. Mr. Flynn's bad faith in seeking adjournments of 
depositions for specious reasons and his ultimate refusal to 
submit the defendants to discovery at any time warrant appropri¬ 
ate sanctions, including an award of attorney's fees for requir¬ 
ing the plaintiffs to seek an Order compelling discovery. Fed. 

R. Civ. P. 37(a)(4). His evasive and dilatory tactics have 
succeeded thus far in bringing the action at bar to a complete 
halt, fie cannot be permitted to continue to thwart with impunity 
rules of discovery designed to expedite civil litigation. 
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LA VENDA VAN SCHAICK, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, INC. 
Defendant. 


Civil Action No, 
79-2491-G 


45 


DEFENDANT'S REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR ASSIGNMENT OF MASTER TO SUPER¬ 
VISE DEPOSITIONS 


I. ALL OF THE DEPOSITIONS TAKEN BY DEFENDANT IN THIS CASE TO-DATE 
IN WHICH ATTORNEY MICHAEL J. FLYNN HAS PARTICIPATED HAVE BEEN 
CHARACTERIZED BY IMPROPER AND OBSTRUCTIVE TACTICS BY SAID ATTORNEY. 

In her response to defendant's motion for the appointment of a 
special master, plaintiff does not dispute defendant's description 
of disruptive and improper conduct by her counsel during the 
deposition of Robert Dardano. Rather, plaintiff maintains that 
the submission of the Dardano deposition transcript to the court 
creates "a distorted and improper perspective". Plaintiff 
apparently contends that the Dardano deposition was some sort of 
an aberration in the course of this case and does not, in itself, 
warrant remedial measures such as the appointment of a master to 
supervise subsequent depositions. 
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An examination of the deposition transcripts prepared in 
this case to date belies plaintiff's argument. Michael J. 

Flynn, plaintiff's counsel, has participated to date in three 
depositions conducted by the defendant, as counsel for the 
plaintiff, the witness, or both. In addition to the Dardano 
deposition. Attorney Flynn also participated in the deposition 
of the plaintiff and that of Warren Friske. As indicated by 
the Affidavit of Harvey A. Silverglate which accompanied 
Defendant's Motion for Appoint of a Special Master, the Dardano 
deposition was rife with instances of Mr. Flynn's answering 
questions for the witness, coaching the witness, rephrasing 
defendant's questions to his liking, and insulting both the 
defendant and its counsel. An examination of the Van Schaick 
and Friske deposition transcripts reveals these very same abuses. 
Instances of various forms of misconduct by plaintiff's counsel 
occurring during both of these depositions are set forth below. 

1. Answering the Question for the Witness . 

At various points during both the Van Schaick and Friske 

depositions. Attorney Flynn simply interposed his own response 

in lieu of the witness' testimony. 

Q: Who had ordered you to go through the P.C. files? 

MR. FLYNN: Well, for the record, in the affidavits 
it's an order of Mary Sue Hubbard; and those affidavits 
are on file in the Van Schaick Case, Mr. Silverglate 








UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


LA VENDA VAN SCHAICK, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, 
INC. , 

Defendant. 


Civil Action No. 
79-2491-G 


DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR ASSIGNMENT OF MASTER TO 
SUPERVISE DEPOSITIONS 

The defendant Church of Scientology of California, Inc., 
through counsel and pursuant to Rules 53 and 26 Fed.R.Civ. P. 
hereby moves this Honorable Court to assign a master to super 
vise all future depositions. 

As reasons for this motion, the defendant cites the ex¬ 
ceptional circumstances attending discovery efforts in this 
case, as set forth in the"Affidavit of Counser filed herewith 

A proposed Order of Reference appointing a master is 
appended hereto. 

Defendant requests oral argument on this motion and 
estimates that it will take 30 minutes for both sides to be 

Respectfully submitted. 

By its Attorneys, 


heard 










DATED: 





- 2 - 



SILVERGLATE, GERTNER, BAKER & FINE 
33 Broad Street 
Boston, MA 02109 
(617) 723-2624 



By: 



By: 



David J. Tine 


January 19, 1983 
Boston, MA 
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LA VENDA VAN SCHAICK, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, INC., 
Defendant. 


Civil Action No. 


79-2491-G 


PROPOSED ORDER APPOINTING SPECIAL MASTER 


It is ordered that: 


( 1 ) __ 

be, and he/she hereby is, appointed Special Master in the above- 
entitled action, to superintend all pending and further depositions 

1 - * 

in this action, with power: 

(a) To designate the time and place of all future 
depositions; 

(b) To preside at all future depositions and to make 
any ruling which he/she deems necessary to ensure that 

the depositions proceed in the manner contemplated by the : ’ 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 
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(2) Objections shall be handled in the manner specified 
by the Federal Rules. The presence of the Special Master shall 
not require the parties to make objections (such as relevance 
or materiality objections) which they would otherwise be able 
to reserve to the time of trial. Nor will the Special Master 
have the power to rule on the substance of objections (such as 
objections to the form of a question) which the Federal Rules 
identify as being waived unless made at the time of the 
deposition. In short, objections will be handled in the same 
manner as they are routinely handled by attorneys acting in 
conformity with the Federal Rules, n the absence of a master. 

(3) The Special Master shall not have power to rule on 
the substance of claims of privilege. He shall, however, have 
the power to overrule a refusal by the witness to answer a 
question if the refusal is based on a type of ground not 
recognized by the Federal Rules as a valid basis for a refusal 
to answer. 

(4) Any action or ruling made by the Special Master shall 
be subject to review by this Court upon written application of 
any party,, at the completion of the taking of the deposition 

i 

of each witness. Such application shall be directed to the 
undersigned as Judge, and control of this cause is retained 
by the undersigned for the purpose of ruling on such applications. 




-- v 
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(5) The compensation to be allowed the Master for his/her 
services shall be fixed by the Court 

and shall be paid from time to time as the Court shall determine. 

The Master's out-of-pocket expenses, such as expenses for travel 
and subsistence, shall be similarly paid. Within ten (10) days of the 
filing of this Order, the plaintiff and defendant shall each 

deposit $_, and the total of such deposits shall serve 

as an initial fund for this purpose. Said deposit:.: shall be 
made with the Clerk of the Court. 

When, in the Master's opinion, the services rendered and 

v - > 

expanses incurred are sufficient to substantially utilize, cover 
or exceed the amount of said initial deposit, the Master shall 
advise the Court thereof and the Court will order additional 
deposit or deposits. As to future deposits, the Court may 
determine to require them to be made by the parties : other 
than the fifty-fifty ratio provided above, and the Court will 
receive and consider any recommendations which the Master may 
make in that respect. 

Regardless of the ratio in which deposits are made, the 
Court may, at the end of the case, assess the compensation and 
expenses so allowed to the Master between the parties as the 
Court shall determine, taxable as costs in the action. 








(6) Within ten (10) days of the filing of this Order, each 
of the parties shall present to the Master a proposed schedule of 
depositions. 

(7) The original of all papers hereafter served and filed 
herein dealing with depositions in the above-entitled action shall 
be filed with the Clerk of this Court, and a copy thereof shall 

be furnished to the Master by personal delivery or by mail to 
his/her office address, no later than the date of filing of 
such papers with the Clerk. A copy of any application for review 
and of any papers or memoranda in support of or in opposition 
thereto shall similarly be furnished to the Master. 

(8) The dates for the scheduling of depositions already 
arrived at and agreed upon by counsel prior to the signing of 
this Order shall be and remain in full force and effect subject 
to the Special Master*s ability to honor these dates. 

SIGNED and ENTERED this day of January, 1983. 


W. Arthur Garrity, Jr. 

United States District Judge 









UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OP MASSACHUSETTS 


) 

LA VENDA VAN SCHAICK, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, INC., ) 

) 

Defendant. J 

) 

__ ) 


Civil Action No. 
79-2491-G 


AFFIDAVIT OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF V'-' 

DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR THE ASSIGN¬ 
MENT OF A MASTER TO SUPERVISE 
DEPOSITIONS 

Harvey A. Silverglate, being sworn, states: 

1. I have been a member of the bar since 1967. I am an 
attorney for the defendant in the instant case, and have been 
for most of the duration of these proceedings. 

2. I submit this affidavit in support of the defendant's 



motion for the assignment of a master to supervise the depositions 
in this case. 

i 

3. Because of the obstructive tactics and behavior of some 
of plaintiff's attorneys, a master has already been appointed 
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to supervise depositions in a case involving the Church of 

Scientology pending in the Massachusetts Superior Court. Defendant 

! | 

believes that the sane reasons which compelled the appointment 
of a raster in that case, also require the appointment of a 
master here. 

4. This affidavit will be divided into two sections. 

Section I will describe the background of the appointment of a 
master in the state case. Section II will demonstrate why a 
master is also needed in this case (the " Van Schaick " case). 

I. Appointment of a Master in the State Case . 

/ ' 

I 

5. On August 21, 1981, Eric D. Blumenson, Esq., counsel 
for the Church of Scientology of Boston in the case, Church of 
Scientology of Boston, Inc., et al . v. Michael J. Flynn, et al . 
and its associated counterclaim Steven Garritano et al. v. Church 

i - *. 

of Scientology of Boston, Inc., and Church of Scientology of 

California, Inc. , civil cases filed in the Superior Court of 
Massachusetts in Suffolk County (No. 40906), filed his "Affidavit 
of Eric D. Blumenson in Support of the Motion to Assign a Master 
to Supervise Depositions and the Motion to Compel Discovery" 

l .* 

with the Boston Church's "Motion for Assignment of a Master." 

I attach hereto as Exhibit "A"’ a copy of that motion and a copy 
of that affidavit. 
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6. Attorney Blumenson noted in his affidavit that opposing 
counsel had engaged in a long-standing pattern of misconduct 
including "extreme tactics of disruption, feeding answers to the 
witness, insults, refusals to answer proper questions requiring 
court orders, " and a "continued refusal to obey" a court order 
"limiting statements of counsel at deposition to questions, 
instructions not to answer, or a concise objection..." (See 
Blumenson affidavit. Exhibit "A", at p. 3*) The "opposing counsel" 
to whom attorney Blumenson refers in his affidvait are also among 
the counsel for the plaintiff in the Van Schaick case. 

7. Attorney Blumenson furthermore noted in his affidavit 
that Associate Justice of the Superior Court Morse had ordered 
from the bench 


that (a) if the parties are unable to agree to a 
discovery schedule, a master be assigned to order 
the schedule, and (b) that a master oversee all 
future depositions. 


(Blumenson affidavit. Exhibit "A", at p. 3.) 

8. Because of the pattern of misconduct on the part of 
the counsel referred to above. Associate Justice of the Superior 
Court Pierce entered an order on September 14, 1981, upon the 
Boston Church's motion, that a master be appointed to supervise 
all depositions. I attach hereto as Exhibit "B" a copy of 
Judge Pierce's order. 
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II. Reasons Why A Master Should Be Appointed Here . 

9. The pattern of conduct on the part of counsel, which was 
the subject of the affidavit of attorney Blumenson, is now being 
repeated in the Van Schaick case. The defendant has encountered 
a number of situations wherein its efforts to conduct normal 

1 

discovery have been frustrated by plaintiff's counsel's tactics 
in depositions. To illustrate these tactics, I am attaching 
to this affidavit as Exhibit "C" a transcript of the deposition 
of Robert Dardano. Taken on December 8, 1982, this is 
defendant's most recent deposition and presents the freshest 
evidence of the conduct which has prompted defendant's present 
motion. 

10. Defendant believes that the transcript shows that the 
misconduct of plaintiff's counsel was so pervasive that the net 
result was not really a deposition of the witness at all, J ut 

r - * 

rather a performance of an attorney intent on venting his own 
views of the Church of Scientology, berating opposing counsel, 
and doing everything in his power to frustrate the discovery to 
which the defendant was entitled. 

11. On numerous occasions during defendant's examination, 
attorney Flynn instructed the witness to answer questions which 
he interposed rather than defendant's questions; he suggested 

on the record not only the manner but the wording of the response 
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which the witness should give to defendant's questions; and he 
responded to questions posed, to the witness, rather than allowing 
the witness himself to respond. At nunerous times during the 
defendant's direct examination, attorney Flynn, obstensibly 
objecting to a question, actually engaged in a long colloquy 

i » 

which amounted to his testifying instead of the witness. Two 
of many examples follow: 

Q. Did any violations of Church ethics occur at the 
house in Tewksbury while you were living there? 

MR. FLYNN: Objection. When you say Church ethics, 
it is so broad. Do you mean — the Fair 
Game Doctrine is part of the Church ethics. 

That calls for lying, suing, cheating, and 
destroying someone. If you go out and 
break into someplace for the purpose of 
destroying that person, is that within your 
definition of Church ethics, because that's 
what they did. Then they were complying 
with Church ethics. You see, sir, as I've 
been telling you throughout this deposition, 
we're going to have this problem at trial, 
as Mr. Silverglate well knows, we're not 
going to be able to deal with this terminology. 
You have to deal with the facts to arrive at 
what the policies mean. When you use a vague 
term. Church ethics, you've got to define what 
Church ethics is. Does it include the Fair 
Game Doctrine? If it does, if they were 
out lying, cheating, suing and destroying people, 
then they were complying with Church ethics. ... 

(Tr. at pp. 43-44.) 

Q. Mr. Dardano, you testified that members of this group 
conducted themselves in accordance with Church ethics. 

My question is whether or not there were violations 
of Church ethics which you observed or committed at 
this house in Tewskbury while you were living there 
in 1974 and early '75? 
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MR. FLYNN: I object. 

A. You*re looking for — 

MR. FLYNN: It is not a question of what he*s looking for. 

It's a question of you understanding the term 
Church ethics. It means that if you were 
authorized to break into places, those are 
Church ethics; or destroy someone or harass 
someone, that is within the definition of 
Church ethics as you understood it at the time. 
That's what he's asking. 


(Tr. at pp. 44-45.) 

12. Further, the plaintiff's attorney repeatedly inter¬ 
rupted the deposition with attacks on the Church of Scientology 
and defendant's counsel. Thus, when the witness was asked about 
Church doctrine regarding adultery, plaintiff's attorney interjected 

I object again. Under what rules? Hubbard was 
screwing his commodore's messengers. He was having 
homosexual affairs with some of his young male friends. 

(Tr. at pp. 47-48.) Elsewhere Mr. Flynn admonished defendant's 

counsel. 

Instead of taking a lengthy deposition about something 
that is apparently as obvious as your face, and 
charging huge fees to this poor Church that is apparently 
going broke because of legal fees from the affidavits 
that I read, use your common sense. Evaluate the 
evidence — you've already got the testimony — and 
stop perpetrating a professional abuse both on your 
client and on my client. 

(Tr. at page 35.) Attorney Flynn also accused defendant's counsel of 

charging the Church exorbitant fees to do something 
that you've already done once in this case. 

(Tr. at pp. 27-28.) Attorney Flynn also observed to defendant's 

counsel that 






the truth will come out in the wash in this litigation 
no matter whether you stand on your head, receive a 
million dollars or ten dollars. 

(Tr. at p. 37.) Beside charging that the founder of the defendant's 
faith is a pederast, and that the defendant's counsel charges 


exorbitant legal fees — in front of the witness and a 


representative of the defendant — attorney Flynn at another 


point in this deposition interrupted the witness in the middle 

of his testimony to editorialize that 

That's like Hitler did to the Jews. That's exactly 
what it is. 

(Tr> at p. 55.) Mr. Flynn also berated one of my firm's employees 
for declining to r Veal to Mr. Flynn his religion. (Tr. at p. 

i 

12. And, as if all this were not enough, attorney Flynn 
went so far as to interrupt the deposition at one point to 


\ 

w 

\ 

\ 

\ 

\ 

\ 



engage in a harangue about how he was goint to sue defendant's coum 

Q. Mr. Dardano, did you recently appear on a television — 

i K ' 

A. What does that have to do with the Van Schaick case? 

MR. FLYNN: Answer this area. 

A. Yes, I did. 

MR. FLYNN: Mr. Silverglate, for the record, was on that 
show, also. He made a number of outrageous 
misstatements which will be the subject of a 
,. libel or slander suit at some point, 

particuarly with regard to his statement 
on the record that he specifically requested 
from me information pertaining to the placing 
of water in my fuel tanks by members of the 
Church of Scientology, and my engine quitting 
at the time I was flying the airplane over the 
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Upstate New York at 8,000 feet. And 
Mr. Silverglate : said he doubted that the 
incident ever happened because he had requested 
specific evidence about it. Well, as Mr. 
Silverglate knows, he never requested any 
evidence about it. No. 2, there were three 
other people in the airplane ~ as he's going 
to learn about -- who were present when the 
engine quit, and we almost landed in a farm 
• ! field. It took place on October 19, 1979, 

right after I rejected Mr. Ralph Sullivan's 
offer to settle the Van Schaick case. For 
your information, my airplane was being 
monitored 24 hours a day by members of the 
Guardian's Office at the time. Mr. Silverglate 
you never did request any information about 
that incident, and your statements on the 
TV program were false and libelous in 
addition to everything else you've done. Go 
ahead. 

MR. SILVERGLATE: Can we go with the deposition, please. 

(Tr. at pp 35-36.) 

12. Finally, it must be emphasized that the Dardano 
deposition is itself but the freshest example of the sort of 
problems which the defendant has encountered in virtually all 
of its depositions in this case to date. If it should become 


necessary to do so, I am fully prepared to present to the Court 
documentation of a large number of similar incidents of plaintiff's 
counsel's employment of extreme tactics of disruption, feeding 
answers to witnesses, insults, vituperation, and obstruction. 

13. The defendant and its counsel understand that the 


assignment of Edmund Hurley, Esq., as master in the state case 
referred to above, has had a curative effect on the process of 
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Upstate New York at 8,000 feet. And 
Mr. Silverglate said he doubted that the 
incident ever happened because he had requested 
specific evidence about it. Well, as Mr. 
Silverglate knows, he never requested any 
evidence about it. No. 2, there were three 
other people in the airplane — as he's going 
to learn about ~ who were present when the 
engine quit, and we almost landed in a farm 
field. It took place on October 19, 1979, 
right after I rejected Mr. Ralph Sullivan's 
offer to settle the Van Schaick case. For 
your information, my airplane was being 
monitored 24 hours a day by members of the 
Guardian's Office at the time. Mr. Silverglate 
you never did request any information about 
that incident, and your statements on the 
TV program were false and libelous in 
addition to everything else you've done. Go 
ahead. 

MR. SILVERGLATE: Can we go with the deposition, please. 

(Tr. at pp 35-36.) 

12. Finally, it must be emphasized that the Dardano 
deposition is itself but the freshest example of the sort of 
problems which the defendant has encountered in virtually all 
of its depositions in this case to date. If it should become 
necessary to do so, I am fully prepared to present to the Court 
documentation of a large number of similar incidents of plaintiff's 
counsel's employment of extreme tactics of disruption, feeding 
answers to witnesses, insults, vituperation, and obstruction. 

13. The defendant and its counsel understand that the 
assignment of Edmund Hurley, Esq., as master in the state case 
referred to above, has had a curative effect on the process of 








discovery in that case. Because Mr. Hurley is already familiar 
with issues common to the Scientology cases, and is also familiar 
with the type of discovery problems in question, it seems to make 
sense for him to be appointed the master to supervise the 
deposition in the Van Schaick case. 

14. In the state case, the fee for the master is being 
shared equally by plaintiff and defendant. Since appointment of a 
master here has been necessitated, in my view, solely by the 
misconduct of plaintiff's cotinsel, I believe it would be 
appropriate for the master's fee here to be borne solely by 
plaintiff and plaintiff's counsel. Nevertheless, in view of the 
importance to the defendant of having discovery proceed in an 
orderly fashion, defendant is willing to share the master's 

fee on a 50-50 basis, as is being done in the state case. 

. < 

t - V 

SIGNED and SWORN to under the pains and penalties of 
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 


SUFFOLK, SS. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
NO. 40906 





) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

BOSTON, INC., ET.ALS, ) 

) 

-vs- ) 

) 

MICHAEL J. FLYNN, ET ALS., ) 

Defendants ) 

_ ) 


MOTION FOR ASSIGNMENT OF A MASTER 


Now comes the plaintiff. Church of Scientology of 
Boston, Inc., in the above-captioned case who respect¬ 
fully moves that this Honorable Court assign a master to 
supervise all future depositions and to promulgate 
a discovery schedule between the parties. 

This motion is necessary to execute Judge Morse's 
order of July 1, 1981, that (1) if a discovery schedule 
could not be agreed *to by the parties ,* "it 1 s going to 
be referred to a master to straighten it out”; and 
(2) "the second thing that is going to happen is that 
the same special master is going to supervise, other 
than tomorrow's deposition because we probably can't 
get that person in place that quickly, future discovery.' 

Plaintiff further moves that defendant-counter¬ 
claimants be ordered to pay the costs of the master, 
which is only necessary to remedy the continued con¬ 
duct of counter-claimants in disrupting and denying 
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discovery as appears on the attached affidavit. 


Respectfully submitted. 
By its attorney, 

Eric 0. Blumenson 
Attorney for plaintiff 
11 Beacon St., Suite 800 
Boston, MA 02108 
(617) 723-9230 




August 21, 1981 










COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 


SUFFOLK, SS. SUPERIOR COURT 

NO. 40906 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

BOSTON, INC., ET ALS. ) 

) 

-vs- ) 

) 

MICHAEL J. FLYNN, ET ALS., ) 

Defendants ) 

_ ) 


AFFIDAVIT OF ERIC P. BLUMENSON 
IN~SUPPORT OF THE MOTION TO ASSIGN 

A MASTER TO SUPERVISE DEPOSITIONS 

AND THE MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY 


I, Eric D. Blumenson'; hereby depose and say: 

1. My name is Eric D. Blumenson. I am a member 
of the Massachusetts bar and represent the Church of 
Scientology of Boston in the case of Church of Scien¬ 
tology, et als. v. Michael Flynn, et als. 

2. I have been unable to obtain the following 

discovery, which I believe I am entitled to receive 

under the rules of Civil Procedure: 

Discovery Obstructed by 

Defendants Situation 


a. Deposition of Mr. i.‘ 
Garritano (father of 
party) 


b. Deposition of 

Mrs. Gott (mother of 
party) 


Defendants stipulated to 
accept service and notify 
Mr. Garritano, but refused 
subpoena and reneged j 

(stipulation in transcript an< 
constable's letter indicating 
refusal to accept service 
attached). 

Defendants stipulated to 
accept service and produce 
Mrs. Gott. On August 18, 

1981, opposing counsel, Paul 
Jenkins told me they would 
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Discovery Obstructed by 
Defendants 


b. (cont) 


c. Deposition of Peter 
Graves. 


d. Deposition of Kevin 
Flynn 


e. Document production 
by Peter Graves 


f. Request for Admission 
by Michael J. Flynn 


Situation 


neither produce her nor give 
me her address so that I 
might serve her. (Earlier 
letter acknowledging stip¬ 
ulation attached). 

Scheduled at his convenience, 
he nevertheless failed to 
appear two times, June 29, 

1981 and August 17, 1981. 

Subpoenaed for August 14, 1983; 
I was first told by attorneys 
that he would be unavailable 
until September 1, 1981; 
on August 18, 1981, Paul 
Jenkins told me he would be 
unavailable until October 1, 
1981. Kevin Flynn is an 
employee of Michael Flynn, 
a party. 

Document request issued 
December 18, 1980. No ob¬ 
jection filed. Several de¬ 
mands were made, and on 
March 11, 1981, at his 
deposition, his attorneys 
said it might take a week. 

On August 13, and 17, 1981, 
opposing counsel refused to 
set any date when these docu¬ 
ments would be produced. 

(Cover page of document 
request and deposition trans¬ 
cript attached). 

Objection to answering re¬ 
quests one and two; refusal 
to admit or deny numbers 
3, 4, 5, or 6 on its terms, 
specifically, which 
materials were recieved. 


3. I have therefore filed,two motions: (1) To 
compel the above discovery, (2) to assign a master to 
supervise discovery and the taking of deposition. 

The latter motion is necessary to execute Judge Morse's 
order from the bench of July 1, 1981 that (a) if the 
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parties are unable to agree to a discovery schedule, 
a master be assigned to order the schedule, and (b) that 
a master oversee all future depositions. (Transcript 
page attached containing Judge Morse's order). 

4. I believe that the fee of the master should be 
paid for by the counter-claimants, because a master is 
only necessary due to (1) the counter-claimants 
repeated refusal to produce discovery, requiring a court 
order in almost every case; (2) opposing counsel's ex¬ 
treme tactics of disruption, feeding answers to the 
witness, insults, refusals to answer proper questions . 
requiring court orders; and (3) the counter-claimants' 
continued refusal to obey the court order of May 22, 

1981 obtained by the plaintiffs based on the history of 
depositions in this case, limiting statements of counsel 
at deposition to questions, instructions not to answer, 
or a concise objection and limiting deponent - attorney 
conferences during examination to those necessary to 
consider assertion of privilege. These tactics have 
required the plaintiff to continually obtain court 
orders at great time and expense, ., as are detailed in 
the following paragraphs. Because the problem to be 
remedied**by the assignment of a master has been created 
by this well-documented conduct of the counter-claimants 
I believe that my clients should ‘not be required to 
bear the expense of the remedy. 

5. a. Court orders have in the past been required 
to obtain the following discovery: 
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Discovery Obstruction 


Court Order 




Disruptions, feeding 
answers to deponent, 
lawyers answering 
questions, and speech 
making. 


b. 


Order of May 22, 1981, 
limiting statements of 
counsel in deposition and 
limiting deponent-counsel 
conferences to matters of 
privilege. 

Court did not grant motion to 
compel because Sylvana 
Garritano was witness, and 
advised other route. 


c. 


At scheduledSylvana 
Garritano deposition 
of March 9, opposing 
counsel produced a 
different party and 
insisted deposition 
go on of substituted 
party. 

Sylvana Garritano and Ordered to return by Young, 
opposing counsel walk- J. 
ing out of deposition 
of June 24. 


d. 


f. 


Sylvana Garritano 
refusal to answer 
questions at 
deposition. 

Michael Flynn re¬ 
fusal to attend 
deposition. 

Micahel Flynn walk¬ 
ing out of deposition. 


Twenty-nine of thirty 
questions ordered answered. 
Young, J., June 24, 1981. 


Ordered to appear, Linscott, 
J., September 26, 1980. 


Required to appear and answer 
relevant questions, Linscott, 
J., October 28, 1980. 


g. Michael Flynn 
refusal to attend 
deposition unless 
paid $500,00. 

h. Lucy Garritano 
walking out of 
deposition. 

i. Lucy Garritano re¬ 
fusal to answer 
questions. 

j. Steven Garritano 
refusal to answer 
questions. 

k. Failure to answer 
interrogatories. 


Ordered to appear without pay 
Fanari, J., May 4, 1981. 


Ordered to attend. May 22, 
1981. 


Ordered to answer eleven of 
sixteen questions May 22, 
1981. 

Ordered to answer six of • 
eight questions. May 22, 1981 


Ordered submitted within ten 
days, Morse, J., July 1, 1981 
— still not submitted. 




















Discovery Obstruction 


Court Order 


1. Interrogatories of 
Peter Graves. 


m. Interrogatories of 
Lucy Garritano 


Ordered submitted within ten 
days, Morse, J., July r, 1981 

— still not submitted. 

Ordered submitted within ten 
days, Morse, J., July 1, IS31 

— still not submitted. 


n. Interrogatories of 
James Gervais. 


Ordered submitted within ten 
days, Morse, J., July 1, 1981 
— still not submitted. 


b. Those depositions held (usually the result 
of court orders) were marked by such disruption, 
speech making, insults, overt coaching the witness, 
and attempts to interrogate the deposing counsel, that 
the plaintiff filed a motion to govern depositions.. In 
that motion are attached many transcript pages recording 
unseemly behavior designed to simply disrupt or deny 
discovery. The court granted all parts of the motion 
but costs. This order is attached. 

Since that motion was granted, these tactics have 
continued.' At the deposition of Sylvana Garritano, 
there was constant disruption, including demands by 
opposing counsel that I not sit opposite the witness 
because that was too close to his chair which he found 
"offensive”. Transcript pages of this episode were 
attached to the motion for contempt which was heard by 
Judge Horse on July 1, 1981. Rather than ordering con¬ 
tempt, the Court declared that a master will be the 
remedy to the tortured discovery process of the past 


year 
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SIGNED AND SWORN TO UNDER THE PAINS AND PENALTIES OF 
PERJURY THIS ; DAY OF AUGUST, 1981. 




Eric D.Blumenson 
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SUFFOLK. S3. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
CIVIL ACTION 

Mn 40906 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF BOSTON.INC, on Us own behalf . Plaintiffs) 
and on behalf of its members. Et Als 

V. 


MICHAEL J. FLYNN. ET ALS 


, Defendant!s) 


ORDER OF REFERENCE TO MASTER 
(JURY ACTION) 

COPY 


Ordered that this action be referred to. 


EDMUND HURLEY. ESQUIRE 


as Master 10 P0ST 0FFICE SQ., boston, ha., 02109 

The Master will hear the parties, examine their vouchers and evidence, and state 
accounts. 

He shall make findings of fact, which • shall not • be final, with subsidiary 

. findings of fact on each issue, including the issue of damages when the finding is for the 
plaintiff. 

He shall rule upon the admissibility of evidence and whenever an objection is taken 
thereto he shall, if requested so to do, make a statement of such ruling in his report. 

He shall not report the evidence, except that, when a party so requests, he shall 
make a record of the evidence offered and excluded, in the manner provided in Rule 
43(c) of the Rules of Civil Procedure; and except as Section 8 of Rule 49 of the Superior 
Court Rules may apply. 

HfiajTOg^sbQtt&egi wMwaplad ggsa^ 

b. shall proceed from day to day, Saturdays, Sundays and holidays excepted, 

until completed. TO SUPERVISE ALL FUTURE DEPOSITIONS AND TO PROMULGATE 
A DISCOVERY SCHEDULE BETWEEN THE PARTIES. 


The Master is referred to the provisions of Section 9 (b) of Rule 49 of the Superior 
Court Rules regarding forfeiture of compensation for failure to file his report 
seasonably. 


By the Court ( PIERCE 


,J.) 


.FRANCIS.,R. TYRRF.I.!. 


Entered: 


SEPT EMBER 14 ,_, 19_81 

COPIES ISSUED: NOTICE SENT 9/14/81 


ASSISTANT Clerk. 


E.D.B. 

Copy, 2 * 6 z ? 

" N.S.Z. 

Attest: r.l.s. 

Wo /( 


ki. B 


T.M.G. 

M.J.F. 

K.S. 

P.J.J. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT 07 MASSACHUSETTS 


---X 

La VENDA VAN SCHAICK s 


s Docket No. 

vs. : 7S-7491-G 

THE CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY OF s 

CALIFORNIA, INC. s 



I 


x 


DEPOSITION of ROBERT DAROANO, a 
witness called by and on behalf of the defendant, 
pursuant to notice under the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure before Josephine C. Aurelio, CSR/RPR, a 
Notary Public in and for the Conmonwealth of 
Massachusetts, at the offices of Silverqlate & 
Gertner, 33 Broad Street, Boston, Massachusetts, on 
Wednesday, December 8, 1982 commencinq at 10:25 a.m. 


EfMif "c" 


HAROLD A. r. 


ITER TRANSCRIPTION 

















NOTE ***NOTE***NOTE*** 


EXHIBIT "C" here was submitted in full to the court. And that is the Deposition 

of Robert Dardano, taken 8 December 82, in the LVS Case. Attached is just the 
cover sheet to this Exhibit. 


NOTE*****NOTE*****NOTE***** 








UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 




DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


) 

LA VENDA VAN SCHAICK, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, INC., ) 

) 

Defendant. ) 

__ ) 


Civil Action No. 
79-2491-G 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I, David J. Fine, do hereby certify that I have served 
upon the plaintiffs copies of the following: Defendant's 
Motion for Assignment of Master to Supervise Depositions, 

Proposed Order Appointing Special Master, Affidavit of Counsel 
in Support of Defendant's Motion for the Assignment of a 
Master to Supervise Depositions, Memorandum in Support of 
Defendant's Motion to Assign a Master to Supervise Depositions, 
by delivering, via messenger said copies to Wayne B. Hollingsworth 
Hollingsworth & Pappas, 11 Union Wharf, Boston, MA 02109, and 
Michael J. Flynn, 12 Union Wharf, Boston, MA 02109. 

Done this 19th day of January 1983. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


LA VENDA VAN SCHAICK, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

v | Civil Action No. 

) 79-2491-G 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, ) 

INC., ) 

Defendant. ) 


MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO 
ASSIGN A MASTER TO SUPERVISE DEPOSITIONS 

Although the federal rules of discovery are largely self¬ 
executing, there are cases where special measures are necessary 
to ensure that discovery proceeds in a just and orderly manner. 
The appointment of a special master to supervise discovery, 
pursuant to Rules 53 and 26^_Fed.R.Civ.P., is one of the 
mechanisms available to the court where the attorneys have 
been unable to conduct discovery without direct judicial inter¬ 
vention. Utilization of a special master in this case would 
bring the obstructive tactics described in the accompanying 
affidavit of counsel to a halt and expedite the completion of 
pre-trial discovery without imposing unnecessarily upon the 
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limited resources of this Court. 

Although Rule 53 does not explicitly mention the appoint¬ 
ment of a master to oversee discovery, such an approach has 
been approved in numerous federal cases. E.£., First Iowa 

Hydro Elec. Coop, v. Iowa-Illinois Elect. Company , 245 F.2d 

* \ 

613 (8th Cir. 1957), cert , denied . 355 U.S. 871 (1957); 

Omnium Lyonnais D'Etacheite v. Dow Chemical Co. , 73 F.R.D. 

114, 117-18 (C.D. Cal. 1977); Fisher v. Harris, Upham and Co., 
Inc ., 61 F.R.D. 447 (S.D.H.Y. 1973); Shapiro v. Freeman , 38 
F.R.D. 308, 312 (S.D.N.Y. 1965). In most of these cases, 
animosity between opposing counsel or obstructive tactics 
engaged in by one party or the other constituted the "exceptional 
circumstance" which justified the appointment of a special 
master. Shapiro v. Freeman , supra , is particularly on point 
for there, as here, it was the obstructionist tacti :s of 

i ■' ' 

plaintiff's counsel which justified the appointment of a master.-. 

The Shapiro court ruled, in words equally applicable here. 

The ends of justice compel the appointment of a special 
master to preside over all pending and future depositions 
in this case, lest there be repetition of these ob¬ 
structive tactics, further delay, waste, expense, and 
still more needless burden cast upon this congested 
court. 


38 F.R.D. at 312. See also the Report of the Judicial 
Conference Study Group on Procedure in Protracted Litigation, 
adopted by the Judicial Conference of the United States in March, 
1960, recommending the use of a special master in cases in- 
























c • • o 

-3- 

volving complex issues or animosity among counsel. 25 F.R.D. 
351, 391-94. 

• t 

Based upon the discovery record of this case to date, it 
is apparent that there is a compelling need for the appointment 
of a special master here. As demonstrated in the accompanying 

. i 

affidavit of Harvey A. Silverglate, the conduct of prior deposi¬ 
tions has been marked by obstructive and disruptive tactics by 
plaintiff's counsel. Attempts by defendant's counsel to bring 
these unprofessional tactics to a halt have resulted in further 
acts of filibustering, disruption, insults, and threats. At 
this point, given the apparent animus of plaintiff's counsel 
towards the defendant and its attorneys, there is every reason 
to believe that plaintiff's obstructive tactics will continue 
unabated unless an appropriate form of judicial supervision is 
im osed. 

t *-• 

CONCLUSION 

Defendant's motion to appoint a master to supervise deposi- 

Respectfully submitted. 

By its attorneys, s • 


tions should be granted 
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SILVERGLATE, GERTNER, BAKER 6 PINE 
33 Broad Street 
Boston, MA 02109 
(617) 723-2624 


Bys 



•ilverglate 


By: 

David J./'Fine 


B y. 


James L. Sultan 


DATED: January 19, 1983 
Boston, HA 
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" tlVMMOt ZOUHff •**' 

JUN 28 1993 


WILLIAM E. aONiULt, Ot»rt 




SUPERIOR COURT OF THE 
FOR THE COUNTY 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
OF RIVERSIDE 


In Re Estate of ) 

) 

L. RON HUBBARD, ) 

) 

A Missing Person. ) 

_ ) 


CASE NO. 47150 
(Probate) 

STATEMENT OF DECISION 




The court makes the following Statement of Decision: 

I 

The declaration of L. RON HUBBARD, dated May 15, 1983, | 

is in Mr. Hubbard's handwriting with his fingerprint attached, 
and was executed after this action began. 

The lack of information as to Mr. Hubbard's present residence 
address is a matter of choice by Mr. Hubbard. 

Mr. Hubbard's business affairs are being taken care of to the 
satisfaction of Mr. Hubbard, and are not in need of supervision by 
this court. 

Mr. Hubbard's constitutional right of privacy gives him a 
right to keep his residence a secret from the public and, there¬ 
fore, he is not a Missing Person within the meaning of Probate 


Code 260. 

Dated: June 27, 1983 


, J - DAVID HENNIGAIm 

J. DAVID HENNIGAN “ 

JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 


















,Qo* Angeles States 


Tuesday, June 14,1983 
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Editorial Pages 


CCt/Part II 


METRO 


Judge Throws Out Lawsuit 
Over Scientology Dispute 

. By RUSSELL CHANDLER, Tima fUUffion Writer . 


A Riverside Superior Court Judge 
Monday threw out a suit by L. Ron 
Hubbard’s estranged son that ' 
claimed that Us father, the contro¬ 
versial founder of (he Church of 
Scientology, is either defcd or in¬ 


competent .** .jtijK. 

1 * * 

Judge David Hennigan said he 
had been “convinced” by a declara¬ 
tion Hubbard had filed three weeks 
ago that the reclusive adence-fip- 
■- thm writer was alive 


tant to me and I do not wtth it or my 
affairs invaded.” 

^Moc DeWatt, who has been .es¬ 
tranged from his father for more 
Ifian 30 yean, filed a probate peti¬ 
tion in the Rhrenide court Nov. 10. 
The petition alleged that Hubbard 
was either dead or mentally incom¬ 
petent and that saif-dealing church 
representative* were systematical¬ 
ly looting mcoey.gems and a ec u ri- 
ties from his fathersestate. 


The declaration was signed and 
fingerp rin ted by Hubbard and ap¬ 
parently authenticated by hand¬ 
writing and fingerprint epperts. 
Hubbard, 71, had written In the 
* document that he was “not a miss- 
' tag person. I am in seclusion of my 
hwn choosing. My privacy la impor- 


DeWotf asked the court to name. 

' Mm trustee of the estate, estimated 
to be worth at least 1100 millton. 

*1 think the media has heard the 
,ctj of DeWoif long enough,” He- 
her Jentuch, president of the 
Church of Scientology Internation¬ 
al aid to a telephone interview. 
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Judge bars 
son’s claim 
to estate 
of Hubbard 


Associated Press 

I A Judge in Riverside yesterday 
-dismissed a claim that reclusive 
Church of Scientology founder L. 
Ron Hubbard is dead or mentally 
incompetent and said the contro¬ 
versial writer is entitled to privacy 
Superior Court Judge David 
Hennigan rejected a request that 
.Hubbard’s oldest son. Ronald De 
'Wolf, be given control of Hub-' 1 
bard's estate. The judge also 
rejected claims that Hubbard, 
should resolve the case by appear-' 
ing in court. ^ 

r Hennigan told attorney Wilkie’ 
[Cheong, who represents DeWolf. 

[ that Hubbard has a constitutional' 
| right to privacy. The Judge said he? 
I was swayed by a declaration fUe<f 
. 3% weeks ago in which Hubbard' 
f‘declared that he was alive and weir 
| and in seclusion “of my own 
• choosing." 

The seven-page statement.’ 
which included Hubbard’s linger-’ 
prints and signature, said threats 
had been made on the Ufe of the 72- 
year-old science-fiction writer and 
^author of "Dianetics: The Modern 
Science of Mental Health,” a pre¬ 
cursor to Scientology. 

Arguing that Hubbard’s assets 
were being properly managed, the 
g petition said: “I am not a missing 
t person. I am in seclusion of my 
| own choosing. My privacy is tmpor- 
i tint to me, and I do not wish it or 
my affairs invaded.” 

Hennigan told Cheong at the ‘ 
time that the case “would have 
.been resolved in your favor if it 
' had not been for the declaration” 
and gave the attorney three weeks 
‘ to disprove the document’s puthen-.. 
ticity. , 

DeWolf, 48, -also had Claimed* 
that Scientology officials had sto» 
len millions of dollars worth of 
gems and securities. 4 

Yesterday, Hennigan rejected’ 
an argument by Cheong that Hub 
bard’s declaration might have been 
faked. ■, 

Cheong said Hubbard's signa 
i r ture looked “legitimate,” hut. 
added: "It appears .that it was a 
blank piece of paper that was 
signed by him, sdth the words 
‘ led later. That paper has noth 
to do Ylth whether he's cootpc 

















C'f?T%btCltC3Th»N«wY«rt 


NEW YORK TUESDAY, JUNE 14, 1963 




Around the Nation 


Scientology Leader's Son 
Loses a Court Challenge 

RIVERSIDE, Calif., Jane 13 (AP) — 
A Superior Court Judge today dismissed 
• claim by the son of L. Ron Hubbard, 
the founder of the Church of Scientolo¬ 
gy, that his father was either dead or 
mantattykicGaapetent. 

lodge David Hennigan, ruling in the 
probate case, said he was swayed by a 
declaration Bled almost a month ago, 
ap p ar en tl y by Mr. Hubbard, in which 
the sdeace Action witter, who is 73 
years and bas not bean aaen In public 
lor many yean, declared that he was 
alive and well and in aactaaion “of my 



fcrtbard’s aonTRonaMoeWoH, 48, 
Hhnt weeks to try to disprove the au¬ 
thenticity of the declaration, which con¬ 
tained Mr Hubbard's signature end fin¬ 
ger prints Mr. DeWoifs lawyer coo- 
naded that the aignatare was Mr. Hub- 

tanl's. -■- 

Mr. DeWotf had argosd that Sden- 
lology officials ware mismanaging Ms 
tether's estate sad asked that he be ap¬ 
pointed trustee of Ms father’s finances. 
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Church founder ruled 
alive in probate action 


RIVERSIDE. Calif. IUPIJ—De¬ 
spite contentions by bis estranged 
aim tbat be is dead. Church of Scien¬ 
tology founder L. Ron Hubbard was 
ruled alive and well by a Judge who 
dismissed a probate suit agamst the 
reclusive church leader. 

Ronald DeWolf, 40, who changed 
Us name from L. Ron Hubbard Jr. 
after leaving the church 23 yean 
ago, wanted the court to declare him 
trustee of Hubbard’s estate. He con¬ 
tended tbat Us father was either 
dead or mentally incompetent. 

• But Superior Court Judge David 
Heanigan dismissed the case llon- 

. day. aaying he was convinced that 
•Samara was living in seclusion. 

1 DeWolf. manager of an apartment 
; complex In Carson City. Nev., said in 

• a telephone interview Monday from 
! Nevada he plans to pursue further 

legal action against his father’s es¬ 


tate. 


“Now that he’s adjudicated aUve 
' not mtestng well go on,” DeWolf 
. “We feel we have overwhelm- 
evidence to Hum Us funds are 
rfcmed off. We feel he’s being 
dated. • • 


“H be is aUve, then at course he’s 
Indictable aad subpoenas can be put 
out to Urn. Well get in gear pretty 


■ENNK2AN SAID la* Mtfh he 
waa leaning toward, granting 
DdWolfs request unto he iwbatved a 
letter from Hubbard^ bearin g U» 
fingerprints and initials an H apveo 


“I am not a miming p erson. I am 
In seclusion of my own choosing,’’ 
Hubbard said in the tetter, submitted 
to fhsmlgan by attorneys May 1*. . 



I 
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KPS7, Palm Springs, California 
INTERVIEW OF RON DE WOLFE 
July 14, 1983; 8:20 a.m. 

By: Ed Kibbey & Stan Lane, DJ's 

DJ = Disk Jockey (first DJ voice) 

DJ #2 = Disk Jockey (second DJ voice) 

RD = Ron DeWolfe 

DJ: ... and the Church of Scientology, and if you followed 

the story at all you've heard some of the publicity centering 
around whether or not L. Ron is still amoung the living and, 

L. Ron Hubbard's son, Ron Jr., who is, I guess these days 
being called Ron DeWolfe. And Ron DeWolfe is on the line with 
us this morning to update us on his attempt to find out about 
his dad, to control his father's estate and just to give us 
some input on just who L. Ron Hubbard really is and why. 

Ron, thank you for joining us. 

RD: -0ood morning. Thank you for having me. 

DJ: Appreciate you're being on the air. Now, when was the 

interview you did. Was it recent Penthouse interview? 

RD: It was in the June issue. 

DJ: OK, that was pretty recent. June issue. And according to 
the wireless here they quote you—and I didn't see it, didn't 
read the interview—but it says that amoung other things your 
father was kind of a, well, flounder? 

RD: Very much so. 

DJ: Tell us a little bit about that. 

RD: Well, he was deeply involved in the personal use of drugs. 
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black magic and what have you, throughout his early life, 
and it continued up to the time I left at least. And also 
he was involved in associations with organized crime and ah, 
which, by the way, have come out now in indictments, I believe 
in Arizona. So he was a bigger than life fellow that sort of 
involved himself in just about everything. 

DJ: Ron, when did the break happen between you and your dad? 

He's obviously a very bright man, written many books, created 
this—I don't know if he calls it a religion or following or 
whatever it is—the Church of Scientology. What caused the 
two of you go so such separate ways and to end up on opposite 
ends of-of things here? 

RD: Well, I left in 1959 and I got pretty tired of all of 
his involvement with black magic, drugs, his fraud and decep¬ 
tion involved in what he was doing; the fact that Scientology 
didn't, didn't work as stated and ah, that's why I basically 
left. 

DJ: If, indeed, Scientology does not work as stated, what makes 

it work, what makes it go. Why are they so rich and why do 
they have so many members? 

RE: Well, it's the granddaddy of all cults, and Dianetics 

the first book, Dianetics The Modern Science Of Mental Health 
in 1950 was the first do-it-yourself psychotherapy, and then 
it promises people a great deal of power and also they have 
gone to great lengths to silence any critics or dissidents 
and particularly the press and the radio and TV, and that 
sort of thing over the last 30 some odd years, so people didn't 
really learn the truth until they got rather deeply into it and 
left. There's probably far more on the outside now then there 
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are on the inside. 

DJ: Is it a costly religion for the person who takes part 

in it? 

RD: Oh, very much sc. Recent evidence is shown that there's 
been some people that have paid as much as $900,000; some of 
the auditing goes as high as $300 an hour or more. The average 
would probably be somewhere between $5,000 and $25,000. 

DJ: There has been recent, on this same sort of subject money, 

and Scientologists. There was a recent story a year or two 
ago in the Riverside area where they—I, correct me if I am 
wrong, but my recollection of it is—they actually caught 
some Scientology higher-ups defrauding savings and loans and 
banks. They would go make a loan and then cut out on the loan 
after they got the money and there was, there was some problems 
with that. Do you recall that? 

RD: Ah yes, and one of the more recent stories too is that in 

the St. Petersburg Times in St. Petersburg, Florida, broke a 
story where they finally uncovered the root of millions of 
dollars that were coming from the non-profit corporations 
through a dummy corporation and into Liberia into my father's 
personal bank accounts, many millions of dollars. 

DJ: Where are you with your father now? You went to court to 

try to prove that he was either dead or unfit to take care 
of himself and you wanted to take control of his so-called 
fortune. Apparently the court didn't see it your way. 

Where are you in that battle? 

RD: Well, the court decided that my father was not missing. 

Of course, no one really knows where he is at, ah, except a 
small group of people around him, but that particular decision 
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really opened up a terrible Pandora's box for him in that it 
now, in the legal sense, makes him quite reachable so that, 
for us anyway, was ah, step one was to achieve a decision of 
whether he was missing or not and then now we're involved in 
preparing step two which is further litigation. 

DJ: And Ron, your claim is what', that the, that the Scientology 

authorities and leaders have basically taken over his millions 
and his fortunes and are calling the shots and are controlling 
what is. his/yours as his son? 

RD: That's true. We're dealing here with assets probably in 
the neighborhood of a billion dollars, which isn't bad for a 
broke science fiction writer in 1949 to wind up with a billion 
dollar worth of assets. So, this is where we're at now is to 
getting those assets uncovered and to stop the dissipation and 
the continued misuse of them. 

DJ: If he,-indeed, is alive, well and has most of his faculties 

there isn't really much you can do about it, is there? 

RD: Well, in that sense, on the previous petition, no, but 

there are many legal remedies. It's very much like a David 
and Goliath situation with me—I mean when you have dozensiof 
lawyers and thousands of followers and a billion dollars to 
play with, it's sort of an up-hill battle, but very much like 
Terry Moore and the Howard Hughes situation, she fought that 
for 30 years and she finally won out through many different 
court cases. 

DJ: What right have you to any of this money? 

RD: Well, as an heir and as a son, plus I helped put the 

whole darn thing together in, in early fifties, and the— 
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DJ: You mean at one time you were a Scientologist and were 
compatible with your father in terms of his views? 

RD: Oh, very much so. I was Director of Training, helped 

put together a lot of the courses and a lot of the basic 
techniques and I was deeply involved from 1952 to 1959. 

DJ: Is it phoney? 

RD: Yes. There's been just absolutely thousands of affidavits 

and testimony in dozens of legal cases over the years, parti¬ 
cularly in the last 3 or 4 years which have attested to that. 
DJ: Does your father and his followers know it's phoney? 

RD: I think so, but they keep, they keep following on. 

DJ: Well, with that kind of income I can see, you know there's 
a lot of reason to keep the plow going through the field. The 
reason I ask it in that manner, it would seem to me then what 
you're claiming is that it's sinply fraudulent. 

RD: Yes, and again, this is being proven over and over in 

court. Over the last few weeks and months they've lost some 
quite major court cases, particularly back East. 

DJ: I was talking to a fellow the other day, I can't remember 
who it even was, but he was saying that he been-worked in an 
office building in LA, and there was a Scientology setting 
there near his building, and he'd walked to lunch and every 
day there would be somebody out there on the street from 
the Scientology group trying to talk to him, and it became 
just sort of a cat and mouse issue. They would debate and 
argue and discuss. What would somebody do if they ran into 
a Scientologist? The Scientology argument is firm and sharp 
and well thought out. I've never met a Scientologist yet 
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that didn't seem bright and accurate and aware and all this 
stuff. What would you recommend somebody do if they meet a 
Scientologist and start talking to them? 

RD: Well, I certainly would keep your money in your pocket. 

You start out with, as I said, Dianetics and, and if you go 
any further into it you take some tests which pretty well 
prove conclusively that you're absolutely psycho and if you 
don't get help immediately you're going to really hurt some¬ 
body or yourself oneti—very soon. And it starts out with 
just a few dollars, sometimes it's free, and then the next 
level or the next activity is a few more bucks and a few 
more bucks so to the point where pretty soon you're into it 
up to your eyeballs and ah, because they keep in it very 
accurate track of your life and they really investigate it 
a great deal and ask you a lot of questions, and they keep 
records of it, and if you get too far out of line then they 
waive it in front of your face and say "Well if you talk 
we're gonna let all of this stuff we know about you known." 

DJ: You mean they actually black mail people in a sense? 

RD: Yes, very much so. This is, it is called the "fair 

game" policy in which people's files, records and every last 
detail of their life is aired if you don't toe the mark. 

DJ: Hmmm. What is Dianetics? 

RD: Well, Dianetics is, was the beginning of it all, and it 

basically says that you have moments of pain and unconsciousness 
called "engrams" and the purpose of Dianetics, or the attempt 
is anyway, to eradicate these painful moments so that it can 
release your various abilities and powers. 
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DJ: And then it's developed from there. Are you in any 
danger? You imply in the interview in Penthouse apparently 
that you feel like some people from the organization would 
like to not have you amoung the living. 

RD: Well, I've been an object of "fair game" policy of my 
father for the last 25 years, so I've had to sometimes be 
rather swift on my feet. 

DJ: What are you saying Ron? 

RD: Well, the problem my father has always had with me is that 

I knew the facts of his actual life and activies. 99% of what 
my father ever wrote or said about himself is totally untrue 
and most of that is now coming out and proven. And — 

DJ: OK, but you're saying your father's tried to what, 

do you in? 

RD: Yup. And he's also tried to keep me shut-up with fear 

force and intimidation and that sort of thing over the last 
quarter century. 

DJ: Where are you now? 

RD: I'm here in Carson City, and ah, Carson City, Nevada. 

DJ: Next court stop for this is when? 

RD: It should be in the next few weeks. 

DJ: OK. Well, listen, thank you for taking time to share 

your perspective and your side of the story with us, and good 
luck. 

RD: And you're most welcome. Thank you. 

DJ: Thank you sir. Ron DeWoDfe, son of L. Ron Hubbard. 

DJ #2: And I think we ought to emphasis that little comment 
that you made in the closing—his side of the story. 

DJ: Sure, no question. 
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DJ #2: This is certainly one side of the story and many 
of the things, at least according to court documents, and 
so on, that he claims he has been y'et unable to prove. 

DJ: Yea, yea. 

DJ #2: So, it may or it may not be true, but it's certainly 
his word spoken at this time only. 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

V 

FOR THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 


In 


re 


L 


) 

the Estate of ) 

) 

. RON HUBBARD. ) 

) 

_) 


Case No. 47150 

ORDER DENYING PRO HAC VICE 
APPLICATION OF MICHAEL J. 


FLY!*« 


On March 17, 1983, the court heard and ruled upon 
petitione'r, Ronald DeWolf’s, application for the admission 

HI 

of attorney Michael J. Flynn to appear pro hac vice as peti¬ 
tioner's counsel of record in this case. 

Petitioner DeWolf was represented by his counsel, 

Wilkie Cheong, and respondent, Mary Sue Hubbard, was repre- 

i 

sented by her counsel Barrett S. Litt. Attorney Michael 
J. Flynn also appeared and argued. 

The court ruled and now enters an order as follows: 

(1) The application for the admission pro hac vice of 
attorney Michael J. Flynn to appear as counsel for peti¬ 
tioner is denied. The court finds that Mr. Flynn is disqua¬ 
lified from acting as Mr. DeWolf's counsel in this 
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proceeding because he has a conflict of interest with L. Ron 
Hubbard, his estate, and his heirs (including Mary Sue 
Hubbard), in that Mr. Flynn is representing litigants 
seeking damages from L. Ron Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard, 
and in that the purpose of this proceeding is the protection 
of L. Ron Hubbard, his assets, his estate and his heirs. 

The court further finds that petitioner DeWolf cannot waive 
that conflict on behalf of L. Ron Hubbard and his estate and 

v. 

other heirs, and that there has been no waiver of this con¬ 
flict of interest by either L. Ron or Mary Sue Hubbard, or 
the other heirs of L. Ron Hubbard. 

(2) Neither Michael J. Flynn, nor his associates, 
Thomas Hoffman and Thomas Greene, may act as counsel for the 
petitioner in any further proceedings in this case, 
including discovery proceedings, whether in California or 
elsewhere, with the exception as stated in paragraph* 3 
below. 


(3) With respect to those out of state depositions 
which are presently scheduled to proceed and for which com¬ 
missions have been issued prior to March 17, 1983, Mr. Flynn 
may appear as counsel for petitioner to take those deposi¬ 
tions. This limited exception to the court’6 disqualifi¬ 
cation of Mr. Flynn is granted at the request of the 
petitioner on the ground that it had been previously planned 
that Mr. Flynn would take such depositions and that it would 
cause undue hardship on the petitioner to be required to 
arrange different counsel at this late date for those depo¬ 
sitions. 
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(4) While Mr. Flynn or his above-named associates may 
not act as counsel for petitioner, as explained in paragraph 
2 above, he or they may assist petitioner and his counsel in 
the preparation of petitioner's case and may attend deposi¬ 
tions in the capacity of an advisor to the petitioner but 
not as petitioner's attorney. 

The matter was also raised at the hearing of whether or 
not attorney Michael J. Flynn, in being granted access to 
discovery material in this case, is bound by the previously 
entered order of this court sealing disclosure and use of 
discovery obtained in this case. The court orders that 
Mr. Flynn and his associates are bound by that order and 
instructs Mr. Flynn and his associates to comply with it. 
This order was verbally communicated to Mr. Flynn at the 
above-hearing, and he expressed his willingness to follow 
it. 


DATED: ^ ^ ^33 


J. DAVID HEM WIG AN 
JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 
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TELEPHONE <219. «2).7EM 


RECEIVED 


March 21, 1983 


Judge David J. Hennigan 
Riverside County Superior Court 
Courthouse Annex, Department 12 
4046 Orange Street 
Riverside, California 92501 


V;.R 2 2 ia63 

SUPERIOR COURT 12 9 

y? 


Re: Order denying Motion for Attorney Michael J. Flynn to appear 

Pro Hac Vice in In re Estate of L. Ron Hubbard , No. 47150 

Dear Judge Hennigan: 

Enclosed please find my proposed order on the above topic. I 
have attempted to reflect the court's decision as it was arti¬ 
culated at the hearing of March 17. A copy of this letter was 
forwarded by hand-delivery to counsel for Petitioner, Wilkie 
Cheong. Mr. Cheong did not feel that the reasons for the order 
should be set forth in it, and I felt that they should. I 
believe that the draft I have provided accurately reflects the 
basis of the court's decision, and I feel that the order should 
reflect this basis, particularly since Petitioner's counsel 
indicated that he was considering filing a petition for a writ of 
prohibition. Mr. Cheong apparently intends to send you a letter 
expressing his view that the order should not state the basis for 
the denial of the motion. 


I have enclosed an additional copy of the order for return to roe 
after you sign it. Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Very truly yours, ^ 


Barrett S. Litt 
BSL:ams 

cc: Wilkie Cheong 
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Plaintiffs, 
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CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
CALIFORNIA, et al., 

Defendants. 


OF 


CAROL A. GARRITY and 
PAUL GARRITY, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs* 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al., 

Defendants. 



Civil No. 81-3259-CBM 


Civil No. 81-3260-CBM 


THOMAS JEFFERSON, 

Plaintiff, 

vs* 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF; 
CALIFORNIA, et al*. 

Defendants. 


DANA LOCKWOOD, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al., 

Defendants. 


Civil No. 81-3261-CBM 


Civil No. 81-4109-CBM 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, 

Counterclaimant 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MICHAEL FLYNN, THOMAS HOFFMAN, 
THOMAS GREEN, KEVIN FLYNN, 
Counterclaimant 
Defendants. 
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1 

Michael Flynn's office? 


2 

A. I believe so, yes, back in Boston a few weeks 


3 

ago. 

- . * 

_4 

Q. Basically it's Michael Flynn who drafts these 


5 

petitions that go into the court and then all of a sudden 


6 

go straight to the media? 

! 

7 

A. I don't know about going straight to the media. 


8 

I do know that he is in the main prepared and/or his office 


9 

or what have you has prepared quite a bit of it. 


10 

Q. And a lot of it is just his own information and 


11 

not yours? 


12 

A. Information concerning my father's life and my 


13 

life, yes, but I think it's put in a more coherent form. 


14 

Q. So anything after '59 is just stuff that you have 


15 

no direct knowledge of and it's just stuff that you learned 


16 

through Michael Flynn and third party sources? 


17 

A. Correct. My personal knowledge ends November 

- 

18 

23rd, 1959, insofar as my scientology, within the 


19 

organization goes. 


20 

Q. You talk about your father's extreme paranoid 


21 

condition between '7.5 and '78 to conceal his location? 


22 

A. That's information and belief. 


23 

Q. But you just testified that you have not seen 


24 

him since 1959? 


25 

A. That's personal knowledge, correct. 


26 

Q. So it doesn't seem to be an extreme paranoid 

• -v 



•» 



















TAPE ONE SIDE ONE PHOENIX MEETING JUNE £5 1963 LOS ANGELES 
...Valerie Stansfielc' asking "Does everyone here have a copy of the 
Admin Scale of the Phoenix? Raise your hand if you don’t have a 
coay and someone will oass it out to you. Keep your hand raised 
if you don’t have a coay. (Some inaudible words..."in the mail"... 

"that’s basically all we’re about" 

Most of us are Scientologists who believe that the tech works. 

Usually Phoenix meetings are held at somebody’s home but due to the 
large crowd today we’re having it here - and we have to oay for the 
hall and some other expenses so if you could leave a donation that would 
help us defray the cost. Thank you very much. I also want to point out 
that there’s a no smoking rule here, we’re on the premises of a 
Unitarian Church and we want to respect that as well as we can. The 
(inaudible) of anyone in the audience who might not fce cuite up to 
handle that. There are also is a mailing list on the*outside table and 
if you would like to be on th'e mailing list of the Phoenix, please do 
leave your phone number too because it’s often easier to call than 
write and we’ll be able to get in touch with you about future meetings. 

I would like to announce some events since this is a meeting of the 
Phoenix we didn’t have our meeting last week so we could have this one 
here today. On July 3rd we’re having a picnic and you’re all invited. 

I think it costs *25 a couple and you can pay for it over at the table 
on the side or when you arrive. On July 6, there’s going to be 
spiritual insoirational services at the Revitalization Center which is 
'my center down the street at 7:30 om and you’re all invited to that 
and I believe that the date is the 29th—it’s this coming Wednesday— 
we’re going to be teaching people how to do pleasure moment auditing 
so if you’d like to learn a very simple technique to make people feel 
a little haooier, come by the Revitalization Center next Wednesday at 
night at 7:30. We’ll get to try it out on each other too. I’d also 
like, to tell you that I just flew in from the mountains in Utah and 
My name is Valerie Stansfield and I’m a Class IX Auditor and I know 
the tech works. 

(applause) 

Thank you. But I was standing there in the red rocks of Utah just £ 

days ago looking at them, and thinking about this meeting that was 

coming and I renewed a reality which I’ve had before, I’m sure you have 5 1 

had too, which is that-there’s more~theta than mest in this world. 

(applause) So from the viewooint of infinity, which is the basic 
viewpoint that we all have, there is ARC and all contention will fall 
away, but it has to be confronted first. At the last meeting, somebody 
mentioned Michael Flynn, the lawyer who’s been involved with the law 
suits against the Church of Scientology and somebody spoke up and said 
you know Michael Flynn is really the kind of person that he says he is, 
he isn’t really the evil, suppressive hater of human spirits he’s been 
made out to be. Somebody says What do you mean? Well, you know he 
believes that he’s a spiritual being. In fact, he believes in 
reincarnation himself. 

Well this is an outpoint, it didn’t make sense, so somebody else spoke 
up and said, let’s hear him for ourselves. Let’s find out what he has 
to say. So we called him and invited him to come to L.A. and he was 
gracious enough to accept. I think that’s all I have to say. THere’s 
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Just briefly or. the reason I carne. The reason I came is to tell you 
everythin? I’ve told you. so you can decide for yourself if you can 
get your 

mind to work and do out and find out cuestions—create your own 
organizations, democratic. I’ve read the DrinciDles of the Phoenix. 

When I when I when they were sent to me and I read it I said I’ve got to 
meet the oerson who wrote this. This is right, what’s been being done 
is wrong. I’m not here to solicit clients. They’ll sue me, one of the 
ways I’ll get sued because of consDiracy to violate their civil 
religious rights abuse of orocess. They’ve never sued me for 
defamation. (laughter) I’ve been sued for basical1^-consoiracy all 
these consoiracies oh deprogramming. They filed a *46 million Steven 
Miller he may even be here? Steven Miller filed a *46 million suit 
against me for involuntarily deprogramming him. (laughter) Well, a 
reporter called me on the phone and said you’ve just been sued for *46 
million by Steven Miller, and I said who’s Steven Miller? I’d never 
even heard of him! find the Guardian’s Office put that suit alone with 
the other 9 suits together and I cot sued for that. So I get sued for 
these types of things so one of the suits now will be to sue me for 
soliciting clients cause I’m here; you’re Scientologists or on the 
fence Scientologists or whatever so they’ll claim that—so they’ll— 

I’ve got all the clients that I can handle, I don’t need any more 
clients, I need to make some money 

I need to get back to the oractice of law and try medical 
malpractice cases and then support my family. Scientology’s been an 
unending continuous loss. (laughter) find that’s probably the bottom 
line. They have got all the money, they have got all the information (?) 
I am out a lot of money and I’m trying to speak out against them. 

I encourage you people, in fact I exhort you people to confront 
what this organization has done. 

In that confrontation, the gains that you got in your initial sessions 
of Life Reoair in your initial auditing sessions, the gains 
that you get in doing that confrontation and the wins you pet by 
believing you can go up the Bridge on your own will be bigger than any¬ 
thing that the organization could ever give you and take your 30 or 40 
thousand dollars. Thank you. (applause) 


(after considerable aoolause) You embarrass me. 
terminology, I’m fair game — cuestions? 


Ok, to use the 


male voice: What happened to Quentin Hubbard? 
(repeated by female & male voices) 


Flynn: He was found in a car in Las Vegas with a hose going from the 
tailpipe into the car. He was taken to a hospital and a G.0. agent, 
one of my clients now, was sent in to steal some of the medical 
records pertaining 

to the initial findings. Those records ended up, as Kima Douglas would 
tell you, in the hands of the G.0. with MarySue and Ron. The issue was 
whether or not—I think too in the minds of many people was whether he 
was drugged. There’s a drug called pabulan(?) curare which paralyzes 
the musculature system which breaks down in the human body, it’s 
virtually undetectable and if you gave a person a * 

1 15 milligram dose it would totally paralyze you without probably 
killing you for awhile but your involuntary breathing apparatus would 
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A Law Corporation 
617 South Olive Street 
Suite 1100 

Los Angeles, California 90014 
(213) 623-8000 

JOHN G. PETERSON 
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4676 Admiralty Way 
Suite 902 

Los Angeles, California 90291 
(213) 822-2818 

Attorneys for Defendant and 

Counterclaimant Plaintiff 

Church of Scientology of California 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


JANE LEE PETERSON and ) 

RICHARD J. PETERSON, ) 

) 

Plaintiffs, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, et al., ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ) 

) 

CAROL A. GARRITY AND PAUL ) 

GARRITY, ) 

) 

Plaintiffs, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, et al., ) 

) 
) 
) 
) 


Civil No. 81-3259-CBM (KX) 
ORDER 


52 . 

Civil No. 81-3260-CBM 
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Defendants 
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THOMAS JEFFERSON, 

Plaintiff, 

v^ 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al.. 

Defendants. 

DANA LOCKWOOD, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al., 

’Defendants. 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, 


Counterclaimant 
Plaintiff, 


v. 


MICHAEL FLYNN, THOMAS HOFFMAN 
THOMAS GREENE, KEVIN FLYNN, 

Counterclaimant 
Defendants. 


Civil No. 81-3261-CBM 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

_) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

,) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


Civil NO. 81-4109-CBM 


A Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff Paul Garrity submitted 
by Defendant Church of Scientology of California came on 
regularly for hearing on February 22, 1983 before the Honorable 
Consuelo B. Marshall. Defendant appeared by its counsel 
A. Thomas Hunt. Plaintiff Paul Garrity appeared by his 
counsel Julia Dragojevic. 

Based upon the papers submitted by the parties and 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THk -TATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 


TITL.EI 

IN RE THE ESTATE 
A Missing Person 

OF 

L. RON HUBBARD, 

OATI * DIPT* 

12-15-82 

12 

NUMBER! 

47150 

« 

COUN9CUI 

Cheong & Denove 


Barrett S. Litt 

RKeOMTBRt 

None 

• 



■PROCIEOIN6I 

NOTICE OF RULING 

ON 

SUBMITTED MATTERS 



- 

# 


As to the motion to strike (other than the motion to 
strike is a sham pleading which has already been ruled on), 
the court rules as follows: 


The motion to strike is granted as to Paragraphs 3, 5, 

6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 12b, all but the last sentence of 
Paragraph 13, the declaration of Petitioner, and the Exhibits 
attached. 

The motion to strike is denied as to Paragraph 4. 

• 

The general demurrer for failure to state a cause of 
action is denied. Demurring party or any other persons 
desiring to plead to this matter shall do within 21 days 
of formal notice of this ruling. 

The moving party, Mary Sue Hubbard, is ordered to give 
•notice forthwith. As to service on any presently unserved 
interested parties, said service shall be of the Petition 
•as Amended by striking the portions noted above. 
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LAW OFFICES 
CHEONG & DENOVE 
Century City North. Suite 340 
10100 Santa Monica Boulevard 
LOS ANGELES. CALIFORNIA 90087 
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Attorneys f nr Petitioner RONALD E. DeWOLF 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE- 


In re the Estate of 
L. RON HUBBARD, \S 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

A Missing Person. ) 

) 


CASE NO. 

PETITION FOR APPOINTMENT OF 
TRUSTEE AND FOR ORDER FOR 
FILING OF PETITION AND FIXING 
DATE Or HEARING 

[Probate Code Sec. 260 et seq] 


COMES NOW RONALD E. DeWOLF, and petitions the Court as 
follows [as used herein, the term "absentee" shall r.ean and refer 
to the "missing person" as defined at Probate Code Section 260]: 

1. Petitioner resides at 1401 East Lone Street, 

Carscn City, Nevada 89701. Petitioner is the oldest son of 
L. Ron Fubbard, having been born on May 7, 1934 ir. Encinitas, 
California to L. Ron Hubbard and Margaret Louise Grubb 
Hubbard. Petitioner changed his name from L. Ren Hubbard, Jr. 

Jr., to Ronald E. De Wolf in 1972. The allegations set forth in 
this Petition are supported in detail in the attaches 
s, Declaration”of Ronald E. DeWolf, herewith made a part hereof . 
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^ 2. The absentee, L. Ron Hubbard, has;’ >en absent 

and unheard from since March 1980 from his last and usual 
place of abode in Hemet, California. The absentee’s pre¬ 
sent wife, former wives, children, relatives, friends and 
acquaintances, attorneys and accountants, have not spoken 
with, met or heard from the absentee since March 1980. 


The absentee, if not deceased, is presently 71 i 

years of age having been bom on March 13, 1911 in Tilden, Nebraska. Tine 

V 

absentee is the infamous, internationally known founder of, 
and absolute controller of the Church of Scientology and its 
various corporate entities including the Church of Sci- 
ontology of California, (California), a corporation having a 
principal place of business in Los Angeles, California. 

Until March 1980, the absentee controlled all Scientology 

organizations with total and complete dictatorial power 

* 

through the use of unlawful, illegal artel oftentimes criminal 
means as hereinafter more fully set forth. 

4. The following is a list of the absentees' 
living children: 

1) Petitioner, Ronald DeWolf, son of L. Ron 
Hubbard and Margaret Louise Grubb. 

2) Catherine M. Hubbard, daughter of L. Ron 
Hubbard and Margaret Louise Grubb, born 
January 16, 1936 at New York City. 

3) Alexis Hollister Connolly, daughter of L. 

Ron Hubbard and Sarah Northrup Hubbard, 
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born March 8, 1950 at Point Pleasant, Now 
Jersey. 

4) ' Diana Horowich Hubbard, daughter of Mary 

Sue Hubbard and L. Ron Hubbard, born 
September 24, 1957 at St. John's Wood, 
London, England. 

5) Suzzette Hubbard, daughter of L. Ron 
Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard, born in 
early summer, 1957 in Washington, D.C. 

6) Arthur Hubbard, son of L'. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard born in 1958 in Washington, 
D.C. 


5. The absentee has lived a life characterized by 


severe mental 'illness and physical disease, consistent 
failure, and the use of false and fraudulent, oftentimes 
criminal means, to cover up these failures and to acquire 
wealth, fame and power in order to destroy his perceived 
"enemies". The absentee's life consists in part of the 
following: (1) He left flunked out of three high schools; 

(2) He misrepresented his age to the United States Marines 
where he was subsequently askedyto leave for unknown reasons; 


(3) flunked o\it of George Washington University, after three 

\ 

semesters; (4) He commenced a career as a science fiction 
writer for pulp magazines; (5) He attempted to acquire fame 


by making false claims concerning participation in scien- 

tific and cxplorational expeditions which he*sent to Who's 

\ 

Who ijS /unerica at various times; (6) He became, involved in 

~7 \ 

occult practices as an adherent to the cult of AUpister 
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Crowley called the "0T0"; (7) He generally engaged in 

v. » 

perverse, abusive and bizarre practices such as "abortion 
rituals" with his first wife, Margaret Louise Grut3&; 

(8) During World War II while serving in the Navy, the 

'' H. 

absentee was relieved of duty on numerous occasions, repri- 

v*. 

manded, declared unfit for duty, apparently concealed a 
gasoline bomb on board the U.S.S. Algol in order to avoid 
combat, and in September 1945 became an in-patient for 

N u 

psychiatric and physical disorders including duodenal ulcers 
at the Oak Knoll Military Hospital for a period of more than 


three months. 


'6. At the conclusion of World War II and after 
his discharge from the Oak Knoll Military Hospital, the 
absentee's physical and mental health continued to deteriorate. 
This deterioration was reflected by the absentee's continued 
requirement for psychiatric treatment, suicidal tendencies 
and ideation, drug addiction, venereal disease and impotency, 
wife beating, bizarre "black magic" occult practice, forgery, 
writing bad checks, and miscellaneous fraudulent activities 

including bigamy. In 1947, the absentee defrauded John W. 

V 

Parsons of approximately $20,000.00 in cash^became involved 

in a bigamous marriage with Parson's girlfriend, Sarah 

\ 

Northrup, on August 10, 1946 at Chestertown, Maryland, while 

A 

he was still married to Margaret Louise Grubb. The absentee 
did not secure a divorce from Margaret until December 24, 

1947 at Port Orchard, Washington. 

Ill 
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7. Between 1947 and 1970, the absentee published 
numerous bcsjpks, periodicals, and news bulletins, copyrighted 
in his name 3od published by the Church of Scientology, 
which publications grossly misrepresented his background, 
including false claims that he was a graduate of George 
Washington University, a medical doctor, a nuclear physicist, 
a graduate of Princeton University, a war hero, having 
served four years of combat in the United States Navy who 
was crippled and blinded as a result of his war service, and 


who had done approximately 20 years of extensive research 
into "case studies" that were discussed in his various 
publications. In fact, between 1946 until his disappearance 
in March 1980, the absentee suffered from paranoid schizo¬ 
phrenia, was sought after by numerous state and federal 
agencies, has been the target of numerous lawsuits through¬ 
out the world, and has used the Church of Scientology to 
perpetrate continued fraudulent and oftentimes criminal 
schemes, including grossly inaccurate misrepresentations 
concerning his physical and mental health. 


At various times, between 1946 and March 1980, 
the absentee demonstrated numerous indications for severe 

mental illness and legal incoinpetency including the creation 
of extravagant plans and operations to burglarize, infil- 
trate, "penetrate", and "take over" the United States Govern¬ 
ment through such maniacal schemes as "Operation Snow White" 
and numerous other such "operations". These were designed 
to acquire "intelligence information" to take control of 
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part by approximately 30,000 documents which are in the 
possession of the petitioner and his counsel covering a 
period of approximately 30 years wherein the absentee and 
his third wife, Mary Sue Hubbard, using the Church of Scien 
tology as an agent, conspired to attack and destroy all of 
his perceived "enemies" including hundreds of journalists, 
former Church members, judges, lawyers and prosecutors. 

Mary Sue Hubbard and eight of the absentee's highest agents 
were convicted on or about November 1979 for a variety of 
crimes pertaining to this scheme, including obstruction of 
justice, perjury, kidnapping, burglary of the United States 
Attorney General and the Internal Revenue Service, and 
conspiracy to commit some of the foregoing crimes. Two 
additional high level agents were convicted in 1981 of 
similar crimes. The overall criminal conduct of the ab¬ 
sentee reveals a condition of severe paranoia and incompetency 
<0, Between approximately 1950 and his disap¬ 
pearance in March 1980, the absentee routinely engaged in 
elaborate "intelligence operations" to conceal the location 
of his assets and the assets of the Church of Scientology, 
over which he had total control, routinely utilized false 
signatures emd false records to conceal said assets and to 
control the Church of Scientology, including the forgery of 
corporate records, the requirement that all members of all 
boards of directors of all Church of Scientology corpora¬ 
tions sign undated resignations in advance, the use of 
approximately 10 individuals who regularly forged his sig¬ 
nature between the years 1965 and up to his disappearance in 
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ftarch 1980, and the use of elaborate "operations*' to coi 
his location. Numerous assets were placed in the names of 
straws, some of whom were attorneys, millions of dollars in 
cash was couriered throughout the world, all as a result of 
the absentee’s paranoid fears that there was an "inter¬ 
national conspiracy" against him, led by approximately 12 
international branches including the Rothschild and Rocke¬ 
feller families and officials in the Bank of England* 


10. Between approximately 1970 and March 1980, the 
absentee's health began to severely deteriorate. During 
that period of time, the absentee suffered from three 
pulmonary emolisms, severe and chronic arthritis, duodenal 
ulcers, chronic viral pneumonia, numerous broken bones from 
minor physical contact such as fracturing his wrist on one 
occasion when he attempted to swat a fly, and persistent 
suicidal inclinations. Although the absentee has falsely 
represented his health condition to the public and to 
members of the Church of Scientology as being "perfect" in 
order to convince the public that Scientology and "Dianetics" 
are guaranteed to achieve perfect health, in fact the ab¬ 
sentee has been seriously mentally and emotionally ill since 
at least 1945. In October 1978, the absentee suffered from 
a severe pulmonary embolism at •Hemet, California for which 
he was treated with electroshock and various medications, 
including Coumadin. On or about October 1978, the absentee 
almost died as a result of his severely debilitated physical 
and mental health, and he instructed his "personal medical 
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officer", one Kima Douglas, the person who cared for all of 

his physical and mental ministrations, to "bury him in the 
date fields” surrounding Hemefc* California and "not tell 


anyone, 


-4;v 


11. Between March 1980 and the present date, there 
has been no communication of any nature or description to 
any Church of Scientology official, relative, friend, 
acquaintance, attorney or accountant, including his chil- 

i 

dren and his wife/ Mary Sue Hubbard. The severely debili- j 

» 

tated physical and mental health of the absentee, together 
with the absentee’s mental incompetency and suicidal incli— | 
nations, together with the fact that numerous governmental 
agencies throughout the world are presently seeking his 
presence for pending grand juries, together with the ab- 
senLees' psychiatric history support the conclusion that the 
absentee is now deceased or mentally incompetent and that 
his affairs are now being managed by unknown persons. 


12. Between approximately October 1981 and up to 
and including the present date, there has been a continual 
dissipation of assets belonging to the absentee which in¬ 
cludes the following: 

a) On or about March 1982, several officials 
of the Church of Scientology of California 
surreptitiously acquired all of the copy¬ 
rights to all of the absentee’s publica— 
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tions covering a period of approximately 
30 years. These copyrights have an in¬ 
estimable value and apply to virtually 
every publication ever issued by the 
Church of Scientology over the past 30 
years but which are copyrighted under the 
personal name of L. Ron Hubbard, the 
absentee. In addition, the Church of 
Scientology and several officials have 
acquired all of the rights to the "E- 
Meter", which is .a device developed by the 
absentee and used by Scientology in connec¬ 
tion with its activities and production of 
income. The E-Meter rights have an 
inestimable value. These assets are 
located in California at the corporate 
headquarters of the Church, 
b) On or about June 14, 1982, an individual 
approximately 20 years of age of Arabic 
extraction, attempted to deposit a check 
in the amount of $2,000,000.00 in the Mid 
East Bank in New York City. Said check 
was drawn on an E.F. Hutton brokerage 
account of L. Ron Hubbard, the absentee, 
and made payable to an individual named 
Aquil Abdul Amiar. The bank upon which 

said check was to be collected, the New 
England Merchants Bank, conducted an 


* 
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xtensive investigation tcV ibtain autliori- 

% 

za^ion for said check from the absentee, 

. * 
but 1*,as unable to. For a period of 

\ > 

approximately 10 days, said bank/contacted 

the highest officials of the Church of 
Scientology, who provided said bank with 
inconsistent, confusing and potentially 
fraudulent instructions as to the source 
and legitimacy of said check. During said 

V 

investigation, the bank learned that 
Hubbard's original signature on a signa¬ 
ture card of said account had been forged 
by a Scientology official, and thereafter 
froze said accounts. The petitioner is 
presently unaware of the status of said 
account but has learned that millions of 
dollars were removed from said account 
just prior to the discovery of. the subject 
$2,000,000.00 check. 

c) During the same period of time in June 1982, 
the petitioner learned that an individual 
named Jim Isaacson, representing himself 
to be the personal financial representa¬ 
tive of L. Ron Hubbard, attempted to sell 
approximately $1,000,000.00 of precious 
stones belonging to the absentee on the 
wholesale market in Los Angeles, Cali- * • 

I 

fornia. The petitioner believes that 
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officials of the Church of Scientology are 
unlawfully in possession of the absentee’s 
accounts and are dissipating said assets, 
d) Approximately 10 to 20 million dollars in 
liquid assets of the absentee is controlled 


and managed through several brokerage 
accounts in Los Angeles including an E.F. 
Hutton account. These accounts are being 
managed by individuals Vho have routinely 
forged the signature of the absentee over 
the past several years. • These individuals 
live and work in the area of Los Angeles 
and have control of approximately one 
million dollars of valuable coins be¬ 
longing to the absentee. 


13. The present wife of the absentee, Mary Sue 


Hubbard married the absentee in 1952 but agreed in writing 
immediately prior to the marriage to divorce the absentee 
whenever he desired. Mary Sue Hubbard acted as the direct 
agent of the absentee in all of his criminal and fraudulent 
enterprises, was personally knowledgeable of the absentee’s 
severe mental illness, and she remained his agent until at 


least December 1978. Mary Sue Hubbard has filed an af¬ 



fidavit in connection with pending litigation stating under ( 

! 

the pains and penalties of perjury that she has not seen. 


communicated with, or received any indirect communication 


from the absentee since March 1980. 
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14. In September 1982, approximately 30,000 docu 


ments belonging to the absentee were surrendered to the 
Clerk of the Los Angeles Superior Court in the case of 
Church of Scientology v. Armstrong , Docket No. C 420 153. 

These documents do not belong to the Church of Scientology. 

The absentee entrusted said documents into the possession of 
Gerald Armstrong, one of the absentee's closest and most 
confidential aides, as the absentee’s personal representative 
in connection with the preparation of a biography. Said 

.0 

documents have an inestimable value, and if possession of 

f 

said documents is obtained by Scientology, they will be 
destroyed. The documents rightfully belong to the absentee, 
the absentee's estate, or to /Armstrong, but the Church of 
Scientology as currently controlled by individuals adverse 
to the interest of the absentee, is seeking to acquire con- , 

j 

tro.1 over said documents. 

15. Control over the Church of Scientology and over 
millions of dollars of the assets of the absentee is cur¬ 
rently held by one David Miscevage, a 22 year old with a 
9th grade education, who together with one James Isaacson 
and others, have been forging the signature of the absentee 
on numerous liquid asset accounts in the name of the absentee. 
Over the past 8 years, approximately 10 individuals listed 
in the attached Declaration of the petitioner have routinely 
forged the signature of the absentee in connection with his- 
personal, financial and corporate affairs. 

Ill 
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^5. A substantial likelihood exists that filess a 
Trustee is appointed to collect and hold the assets of the 
absentee and to represent the absentee and his lawful heirs, 
said assets will be dissipated, stolen and alienated, and 
the interests of the absentee in various litigation throughout 
the United States, including the Armstrong case, pending in 
this Court, will not be protected. 

17. Petitioner is prepared and willing to act as 
Trustee to collect, hold and maintain the absentee's real and 
personal property under the direction of this court. Petitioner 
is a person entitled to participate in the distribution of the 
estate of the absentee if said absentee were dead. 

WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that: 

1. The court order this Petition filed; 

2. This Petition be set for hearing not less than 
ten (10) days from the date of the order as provided by law; 

3. Notice of the hearing be given as provided by law; 

4. Petitioner is appointed as Trustee of the estate 
of L. Ron Hubbard, a missing person;, and 

5. Such other and further relief be granted as this 



- 13 - 












< 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 




r- 

i-J 


i 

! 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, 'etc.. 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

PAULETTE COOPER, 

Defendant 

PAULETTE COOPER, 

Counter-Claimant, 

vs. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, etc., 

Counter-Defendant. 


) No. CV 78-2053-RMT 

) 

) ORDER GRANTING EXTENSION 

) OF DISCOVERY CUT-OFF 

) DATE AND SANCTIONS 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


This matter having come before this court for hearing 
on April 25, 1983 on plaintiff’s motion to extend the discovery 
cut-off date and summary judgment briefing schedule, and this 
court having considered the argument of counsel and all pleadings 
and other documents filed herein. 


/ / / 
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IT IS ORDERED that plaintiff's motion to extend the 
discovery cut-off date and the summary judgment briefing schedule 
is granted, and that the April 15, 1983 discovery cut-off date 
and the present summary judgment briefing schedule are vacated. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that plaintiff shall file a 
timely motion to compel as to all disputed discovery matters. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the court shall establish a 
new discovery cut-off date and summary judgment briefing schedule 
at the hearing of the above motion to compel. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that plaintiff's motion for 
sanctions is granted and that defendant shall pay to plaintiff 
attorney's fees in the sum of $500.00 (Five Hundred Dollars). 
Dated: APR 2 6 1983 , 1983. 

' ROBERT M. TAKASUGI / 

United States District Judge 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 





DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 
CIVIL ACTION NO. 81-681-Mc 

Magistrate No. 523-82-D 


PAULETTE COOPER 



v. 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF BOSTON, INC., ET AL. 


ORDER RE MOTION OF CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
BOSTON, INC., PURSUANT TO RULE 30(g)(1) OF 
THE FEDERAL RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE FOR 
PAYMENT OF EXPENSES AND COSTS IN CONNECTION 
WITH THE DEPOSITION OF JOSEPH VARLEY 


August 20, 1982 


D6GIACOMO, U.S.M. 

On February 22, 1982 plaintiff's counsel, Thomas G. 
Hoffman, Esquire noticed the deposition on oral examination 
of Joseph Varley for March 11, 1982, at 10:00 A.M. at the 
United States Courthouse in Washington, D.C. It is the 
position of the moving party that its counsel, Michael Lee 
Ilertzberg, Esquire, travelled to Washington, D.C. on March 10, 
1982, whereupon he contacted an Assistant United States 
Attorney to confirm the location of the deposition for the 
next day and was advised that the deposition had been 
cancelled on or about March 4, 1982. Mr. Hertzberg has filed 
affidavits in support of his claim of travel expenses in the 
amount of $160.00 round trip from New York to Washington, 
$121.00 for hotel expenses, and an attorney's fee in the 





( 


-2 





amount of $1625.00, being-13 hours work at $125.00 per hour. 
Detailed affidavits have also been submitted by the defendant's 
Boston counsel, Roger Geller, Esquire, in support of the 
motion, and by Mr. Hoffman in opposition. 

A hearing was scheduled for July 21, 1982. This hearing 
was waived by the moving party in open court. David M. Banash, 
Esquire, also counsel for the plaintiff, was present. Mr. 
Hoffman was not. Mr. Banash was directed to inform Mr. Hoffman 
that he was to notify the court within one vreek if he desired a 
hearing, it being understood and agreed that absent such a 
request the matter would be taken under advisement. Mr. Banash 
did so inform Mr. Hoffman and no hearing was requested. The 
matter was taken under advisement. On July 30, 1982, Mr. 
Hoffman was before the court with Mr. Banash on other matters 
and requested leave to file a supplemental affidavit, which 
was allowed, there being no objection. He gave no reason for 
failing to submit the affidavit during the one week period 
allowed, admitted that he had failed to request a hearing 
within said period, and admitting to having been informed by 
Mr. Banash of the court's position. He then requested a 
hearing at some time in the future. I have considered that 
request and deny it by reason of Mr. Hoffman's failure to 
respond within the one week given and failure to advance any 
cause therefor. His supplemental affidavit was filed by Mr. 
Banash on August 2, 1982. 

I have considered all affidavits filed. Neither of the 
Hoffman affidavits challenge the time, costs, or fee 




computation in the Hertzberg and.Goller affidavits. I find 
the time expended, the expenses, and the fees to be reasonable. 
The sole issue raised by Mr. Hoffman is his responsibility. 

I find he had an obligation to notify counsel that the deposition 
had been cancelled. I find that he negligently failed to do so. 
He is, therefore, responsible for the expenses and.reasonable 
attorney fees necessitated by his conduct. See 4A MOORE'S 
FEDERAL PRACTICE 1130.64 (1982 ed.) . It is therefore ORDERED 
that Thomas G. Hoffman, Esquire will pay within 30 days of this 
date to Michael Lee Hertzberg, Esquire the sum of $1906.00, 
being expenses and attorney's fees. 
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A. THOMAS HUNT 
WALTER COCHRAN-BOND 
TAYLOR, ROTH & HUNT 
A Law Corporation 
617 South Olive Street 
Suite 1100 

Los Angeles, California 90014 
(213) 623-8000 

JOHN G. PETERSON 
TRABISH & PETERSON 
4676 Admiralty Way 
Suite 902 

Los Angeles, California 90291 
(213) 822-2818 

Attorneys for Defendant and 

Counterclaimant Plaintiff 

Church of Scientology of California 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


JANE LEE PETERSON and 
RICHARD J. PETERSON, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al.. 

Defendants. 


CAROL A. GARRITY AND PAUL 
GARRITY, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al.. 


) 

) Civil No. 81-3259-CBM (KX) 

) 

) ORDER 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) Civil No. 81-3260-CBM 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
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Defendants 
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THOMAS JEFFERSON, 

Plaintiff, 

vi 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al.. 

Defendants. 


) 

) Civil No. 81-4109-CBM 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, ) 

) 

Counterclaimant ) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

MICHAEL FLYNN, THOMAS HOFFMAN,) 
THOMAS GREENE, KEVIN FLYNN, ) 

) 

Counterclaimant ) 

Defendants. ) 

__ ) 


A Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff Paul Garrity submitted 
by Defendant Church of Scientology of California came on 
regularly for hearing on February 22, 1983 before the Honorable 
Consuelo B. Marshall. Defendant appeared by its counsel 
A. Thomas Hunt. Plaintiff Paul Garrity appeared by his 
counsel Julia Dragojevic. 

Based upon the papers submitted by the parties and 


DANA LOCKWOOD, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al., 

’Defendants. 


UJ 


) 

) Civil No. 81-3261-CBM 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 
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oral argument at the hearing, 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff 
Paul Garrity is denied. 

2. Plaintiff Garrity shall pay the amount of $300 in 
sanctions to the Defendant Church. 

DATED: _ 


CONSUELO B. MARSHALL 
United States District Judge 
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My name is Tonja Burden of Las Vegas, Nevada. I 
am 20 years old. On March 3, 1973, when I was 13 years 
old, my father, who was a Scientologist, put me in 
Scientology under the control of L. Ron Hubbard. Hubbard 
started the organization in the 1950's and runs it like 
a military dictator. He has an intelligence group called 
the 'Sea Org' and a secret police called the 'GO' or the 
Guardian's Office which controls every Scientology "church" 
in the world. 

After a period of indoctrination and brainwashing, I 
was placed on the ship, APOLLO, under the immediate com¬ 
mand of Hubbard. The APOLLO was one of five ships opera¬ 
ted by Scientology. There were approximately 500 Sciento¬ 
logists on the APOLLO. Two days after I arrived on the 
ship, they put me into the ESTATES PROJECT FORCE where I 
was forced to scrub clothes and do other menial labor 
sometimes for as long as 3 to/4 days at a time without 
sleep. 

After 3 months of 18 hour work days, 7 days a week, 

I became the personal messenger of Hubbard. As his 
personal messenger, I was his personal servant 24 hours 
a day. I took care of his personal needs and also carried 











sleeping at the door to the storage area where we slept 
and crawled through an air duct on my stomach to an 
area where I could call my relatives who came and helped 
me escape. 

Approximately 2 weeks after I returned home, two 
of Hubbard's agents came to my house and convinced me to 
have a cup of coffee with them. After I got in the car 
they said that they were taking me to Los Angeles to see 
Hubbard. In Los Angeles I was locked in a room and forced 
to undergo a "Security Check" on the E-Meter. I was very 
scared and crying and told them I had a family reunion to 
go to over the holidays and that I had relatives in the 
police department in Las Vegas and that I would come back 
in three days. I convinced them to let me go and they 
then left me at the bus station in Los Angeles where I 
returned home. For weeks afterwards, they constantly 
called me to find out when I would return, and I said 
"Never". 

i 

I was in Scientology from age 13 to age 18. I 
received approximately $2.50 a week pay for some weeks 
and at other times approximately $17.20 a week. I 
received no formal education and in fact phony classrooms 
were set up in Florida to demonstrate to educational 
officials that education was taking place. Scientology 
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Deposition of DONALD GABRIEL BURDEN, e 
witness of lawful age, taken by the Defendants, for the 
purpose of discovery and for use as evidence in the ' 
above-entitled matter, vh»r«ln TOKJA C. BURDEN is the ‘ * 

Plaintiff, end CHURCH OF SCTF.NTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, CHUR^j 
OF SCIENTOLOGY OF FLORIDA, L. RON HUBBARD and MARY SUE 


HUBBARD are the Defendants, pending in the United State* 
District Court, Middle District of Florida, Tampa Division 
pursuant to notice heretofore filed before ERIC A* BRAT, 
a Registered Professional Reporter and Notary Public ir 
and for the State of V 1orida at Large, at the office of 
Freeland, Chertok a Briefer, 21A Southeast Sixth Street', 
Fort Lauderdale, County of Broward, State of Florida, on 
the 21st day of April, 1981, commencing at IOiOO o'clock 
A.M. • ' - . ■ 


DONALD GABRIEL BURDfeN 


a witness of lawful age, being called aa a witness by 
the Defendants, having been first duly sworn, testified 
on his oath as follows * 

v: 'r . DIRECT EXAMINATION ' 

x.« . **. . *7’.-, T.. . ’ 

BY MR. ORCUTTi 

0 State your name for the record? 

A Donald Gabriel Burden. 

0 What 1» yonr address, Mr. Burden? 


CNATTON VC" 


** ' • r- *- 
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1 


’ 

2 

A 7708 w.v. *0th Court in Coral Springe, 

Florida. 

•3 

0 And who do yon live with at that Teeifmc-**? 

4 

A My wife, **»*' children, *nd my mother-in* 

5 

law. 

6 

1 | 

0 7 thought there vae e different addrnee. 

7 

for your mother-in-law, or he** that ch*-jed? 


1 

A ♦*•/ vjft »r»3 J moved in with my »if»ter-<v- j 

9 

• *...*• • 

law for a little while, fw--en*c my meth*i -ln-3aw he 

<- 

.daughter there, and the whole family cama dov'T for 

1 

1* ! 

* 

| Fester vacation, er»d w# ; mov.» 5 end stared t>r;r» » *>' 

12 

thay could move in the house there and slay, because t**rv 

13 

had a whole houseful -*• t*ere warn*! gvite room enough 

14 

1 t 

for everybody. 

IB 

We transferred over to my el*ter-it»-Ie* s. . 

16 

C : Uov long fv you plan on being thara. Tor i 


a while? 


IB 

1 

- * 

A Vc, maybe another courle of weeks. j 

* 

19 

• t) Then where will you go? 

• * w * * * ■ .... 

20 

A Back to my mother-in-lew. 


: O "Where do you %*ork? ' >. v; 

* . --o - ' *V \ * . 

* • . . ■ - • ' - ^ "• — , 4 ■•'*,.*• ; ,V *' 

< * ' •' * "r '• " * ' ' ^ v •* ' 

" A r ; T work for Garrard end laRouche, Inc. r #-;7 : -' 

\.> v ‘ ;•'■■■' - v . .. . ■ . 

• v V. 23 ‘ 

out of Coral Spring*. • r . ~ 

24 ' 

Their office ie located on. University ">.* 

; 25 

- - V- <f . . i. \ ; 

Drive in the American Bank Building 1 

• 

FREE l AND. CHFRTOK ft BRIEFER * - ' -T ’ *•*, 

CFRTIFIFP SHORTHAND WFPOATFPS 4 w t ^ : 
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0 

An3 what do you do for them? 

X 

Carpenter. 

0 

flow Iona have you been working for the-’? 

__ X 

1 have worked for ♦he*' nov alncst nlnn 


north*. 


0 

Doe* your vjfe work? 

X 

Yea, ny wife ^uat atarted working for 


Cypreee Point, out *,f cot* 1 Spring*. 



s>.*» i r *r '.crcur.tent« 

c 

Uerl ? f Jed, or just *- 

T 

•Jvrt a he'-Me •*••!>»» r . 

0 

veil — / • 

X 

**- booh k •?*•••»• *♦»* er.countant. 

She 5a the bookkeeper end accountant fo> 


tha ahe in not a certified aoeountant, but la the 


head honcho. 


C 

Who dii* ah* work for prior to that? 

A 

Prior tc that, let’e eee, aha had baan. 


off — we bad two children and wa* out of work than, but 
before that- she worked for Ascco Air Conditioning. 



flew long have you bean in the Tort 


Xi&udardale area? 


v - A 

Tight yeare« i >," ’ ^ ; v ' : 

' rl ; Q 

Do you plan on staying in this sraa? 

A 

Probably. • 

* * ... 

r«Ffi anh cwr^To* * brifffp 

rfWI IMl 1 ' SHOP IHXNn RFPORTFR5 


2 \e sot ttMFAST *1 M ntniry •OMT i fU’OfPpAt.F FI 


























I 


The iob * * aood, end If the work etey* » 

heavy, T will •*♦}•. | 

i 

i 

0 n»«*n w* r 11 abort vonr background, j 

t 

• • j 

ho** -*>1 <5 er# 

v 

A ? *«• .10 v**'** olfl, «nfl will bo 31 on 
July 3tb of thl* year. 

T h*v#» boer n^rrfed for five yeara, J | 

! 

work h*r<3 j -r*V*> •*> 11* Or >* t r*f rnr*’' # **>d mnVe end* | 

meet. 

C vbBl * f yr.ir fjrrt, name? 

% ' 
*> rV* -v^uj only -vifc, firet:-wife? 

a Vfr^t- wj *• , only v*fr. 

t 

r '’‘all tr.r * lltt.te Mt ®b<*rt Tbe burden j 

family, your brother*, »l*t«*rr on<* parent*? 

a That v'.uM s* rather dtffloult to dc#. 

The only one T h»'*e *e**n in the peat ton yoara la my 
ala tax and riy mother. 

0 Tut jurt for /thr purpoee* of antabllahing 

*om% — 

# ‘ • 

•* V«ll, Vher. T want to collage, 2 lived : 
with my brother , Arthur, end bla "wife and their two -*•• ^ 
children in rax arm City, Nevada, .' '■?' £: 

f :*.*«, at that tine, my brother, Taul, / 

■waa living up in Lake Tahoe, and my brother, Stanley, j 

iRFFJ AND. CHFRTOK & BRIEFER 
« i m fi «i n ^inMiHANn «tPOhTE«s . " ’ 

■ IISSOUTHEAST 6TH«lTrim root f aM^Bnai a fj ae»oa / . 

























T 

< 


f*.: 



- -r 

• i 

was in Ohio. 


i 


7 


And then ha moved to Carson City, Weve.fe. 

4 


3 

and my Wow w>ved to Car non City, Kavadn, and the whole* 

i 


4 

family was living in City for about two years 

i 


5 


And then -everybody lust wnt thair 



€ 

separata wava 

after that. 

; 


7 

O 

F ? he** w*ny brother* ar<* there? 

t 

! 


B 

* 

hive ‘5-'y*» *,»».. on* cirl. 



9 

0 

-Vor: rrmticn*d yourself, and Arthur, wh.* 

« 

l 

c 

10 

la Tonga’s father > 



11 

A 

i'ftft > r •• i> * . 

i 

- 

17 

0 

7* h« thr. -*>o 5 iceman? 

i 

t 


\3 

A 

tavl, h* i ■» * oarp«r*ai up In Portland, 


*-• 

14 

1 think. 




15 

0 . 

. Then thi; fourth brothel — 



ir> 

A 

^ta •!***, h* s» an e'ooho.ic. 


t 

17 

I ' ° 

Ann v>,o i»r. eh* fifth? . 



1R 

1 * 

T>ustv , he*IJ e. 



19 

0 

heelis i«* th* fifth? 


• : ‘ * : 

20 

A 

Yes. 


'.V'J' * 

21 

T* ~ • 

-+ 

v V;vV ; 0 

I thouqht one of tham was « policeman? * : 

# 'a * * V* % 1 


\ ' y.\- 

• ; ; " • y» 

•'• - 22 

J.. ; " v //• ; A' 

ir* ft. • • ’*• % J " . - . • 

Tfo, that i» my sister, and her husband in 

> 

*. . *i 

•> 

» 1 1 
* % • 

23 

a metropolitan polled officer. ; 

i 


24 

' ; 0 

Is that in T>* Wans? : 7 

i 

- 

25 

A 

Yes. ' . 

j 

1 

-i 


FRFFl ANn.CWRRTOK * BRIEFER 
CERTir IfP SHOUTMANH RFPOPT^RS 
2J6 SOUTHEAST pH St REf.1 rnot • 

























J 


Q What ib name? 

A N*,ncv. 

ft n tr \wn'.nx\v\' «• mo? 

A Cuy. 

Q tiov about yr»»r parents, are they alivn? 

A dust rty mother. * 

Vy T>sd is alive, hut 1 have never met 
the men or n«»"n i.in. 

C J« year t5*-Hc*r wnarri^fl? 

A She did, bo* then h*fl an annulment* 

V Ok&• So eh*, r>t her -than your father* 

Was married one other 
A Ye*. 

Q What 5.e 2»e' nR’oe, youi mother*# name? 

A lJnlta. 

0 She cross toy the last name. Burden? ' 

A Hamilton. 1 think. v • 

O Where doer eh'" live? 

t 

l 

A In Alnnman, Arizona. ] 

Q Which of your torothera had you seen .in 
the last ten years? . 1 know you mentioned Arthur* was ?v3 

%-i ■ \ ' *■* ■ * . * 

•there one other one? '’^y-Vv': ' <• 1 


3n the lest ten years, the only brother 




1 have seen — X take that hack. Dusty, I sav Busty aiuM ? 

• ■- . v. i 

_ 


years aoo up In Pensacola. 
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1 

0 

Pave you talked to any of your immediate 


2 

family in the last five years? 


3 

A 

My mother, my sister. 


*4 


In fact, Friday night, I talked to my 

. 

S 

brother Dusty, 

and viah»v3 him a happy birthday. 


6 

0 

You talked to them — 


7 

A 

About once e month. 


8 

• 

Put only once have I talked to my Mom 

f 

9 

and sister, maybe. 

10 

0 

Mould Tonia Purden o^rhaos be the only 


11 

member of your 

family that vou have seen in the last 

r 

12 

ten years? 

■; ■; ... • Vv - 

‘ * 

13 

A 

Ju*t about. 


14 

0 

Okay. 

- . 

15 • 

A 

And 7 really didn't see her that length 


16 

• # . 

of time, either.' 

i 

17 . 

' . •• 4 

gave you talked to Arthur recently? 


18 

A 

No, 7 talked to him on the phone tiro 

R . 

19 

years ago. 

- .. 

-•* 

20 ■ 


The last time you talked to him, eras it 

;'C •':>■* 

.* . -<•■ ' . 

•&r;- *: / 1 -‘*. • 

F-: * V* ** . r 

21 

=<22 '/ 

in connection with Tonja end Scientology? 

. r-v; . , A • . < ye*. fv, ’•'T.V ■ 1 A 

'• *'. ' •' \. ' --4 -v v. ’ 


23 

. 0 

You haven't talked to'him since? 

vV-> ^ V'-. -"* 

, r * 

‘w . 

34 

- ~:V' - A 

Np, 7 haven't. v ■■ \ 

• * 

25 


MR. ORCiiTTt John, why don't you take 


* 

3/. 

r- ; 

t 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 
€ 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 
IB 
16 

17 

18 

49 

■20 

* 

21 

7? 

23 

24 

25 


over. 

KR. XOGXN* I object to a panel-type 

'discovery, 1 ' 

• • • 

• ^ 

The rules provide that a deposition to 
be taken# is to be taken ea testimony at trial# and the 
rules preclude a panel-type discovery, a panel-examine tier, 
of witnesses. 

MR. IAWSONi We are not going to have 
any duplication of questioning. 

As a matter of fact# w« thought there 
would be more background information, and now it appee-* 
that maybe the contact is that on which 1 will interrogate. 
By MR. LAWFON: 

0 When was it that you eaw Tonja Burden? 

A Datewiee# I can't remember# but it has 
been almost two years ago# it has been two years ago. 

0 Where was she when you first saw her on 

that occasion? 

A The first time T saw her on that oeoasion 
was at the Church of Scientology# the school of eelentolcgy 
or —- , 

> => r ‘ . •*- 

;^V'v •- : ? V": ; 



In Clearwater# yes. 


ther*? 


and what was the occasion Tor you being 

; •; ,V- ;• - • ... ; V ;>/. ; ^** f.^}’ 'M, 
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-crR'HFirnsfioPTHANn reporters 


; v "v vV... 


*ie southeast sth street 


^ort lauderoale.Florida 






















y.- 

. . . 

%; v 

&&&*:*$ 
~ t V • •.; . *■ • 

lU • . 

?\Vi : -•;•..* 7 .-. 

V.V'' 
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7 
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9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
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22 

23 

24 

25 


X You see , two days ©r .a day two day* 

'before, my brother Arthur celled me long distance, and 
♦ 

•eked me if X would run up to Clearwater and pick Tonja 
upl and have her stay with me a couple of daye until he 
gets enough money together , to eend her an airplane ticket 
to get home.'v • .7 

0 Did he tell you what prompted him to 


call you? 


A 

0 


Q 

A 


Wo, he did not. : 

..... " » 

When was the last time you had eeen 
Tonja before that? 

A When whe was nine years old* ■ ;‘‘£p* 

Where was that? ' ' y-~ 

A 

Yn Carson City, Wevada. ... 

. ». i . * \ v • 

And how old would ahe have been when yov 
•aw her in Clearwater? /•': ri S *^V^~'V V *- v 777 

■ r \y. '-X A . She vae .seventeen* : 7 

Q When was the last time you had seen 
Arthur before he called you and asked you to get her? 

7 *’,.; '. j77 7 - A The last time 7 aaw her end Arthur-was 
.In Las Vegas, Nevada, I think It was eleven year* mgo* 

•r \' *f /'■•' ; y‘ .‘wv ‘ r ’ 1 - ' • • - */.* 

"Jfe? Anfl *11 "they were there for was a visit, 
'they were getting ready to go to California, to gat on to 
a boat for the Church of -Scientology, end was going to . 
take e cruise or something. V; ! . 


I 




7 f - 

’*>■ c. \ 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 


f 

•10 


11 

• 

• . 

12 

• 

13 

- 

14 

• ' ** 

15 

, •- * ' 

16 

c . ; 

17 


18 

- .. 

19 

■*j .• *■* 

' 20 

-^' v > ~ :* / 

* 31 

’ ‘ *' .■. 
-•■'■Mr, v■ “ 

‘VcfT.-,;! % *. 

^ , . •• ? : t •. 

> 22 

; ' r <*' '.<■-»>» ~ a • 

23 


24 


25 


That 4#a» the last T Anew, «v«r heard o* 
anything to do with anything of that family, 

t) was aha there on that occasion In Las Vmt 

whan thay wara getting ready -to go on the boat? 

A . The whole family wae there at that >• 

aha was only nine years old. 

0 What if anything did Arthur or hla wife , - 
tell you about ecientology at that time? 

A At that time, T don*t remember because 
it vaa eleven years ago, and at that time, they didn’t 
eny too much about it, because they all, more or lees. ‘ 

just stopped by to aee wy sister and Mom, and just say, 
"Goodbye," you Jcnow, because they had loaded up, they 
were moving or leaving, whatever you call it. 

0 were located In "Las Venae at that *• 

time? 

A - ' Wo, T was up from Aingman, Arisona, -to .V 
viait my sister, having a email reunion, 

* I think about that time. It was Thanks- Jv- 

giving or something like that. ' 

,:v.;-Q >Was your visit up there occasioned by 

i 'Vv- " : ?;■>-*. r: ; .v : ^v.r.:.v ' ■ 

Thanksgiving or by the feet that Arthur and Ton ja mnd:00^_[ % 

her mother were going to be there, or n little bit ©f JIJ'X 





A31 of that? 

A ; A little bit tf averythlng, -^ 
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7 think at that time, that my brother. 
8tanley, was there, and my brother, Arthur, end his wife 
and bids vere th»re, end Paul wee In Vegas At that time. 
^ Paul wee lr Vegas, Stanley wee there. 

The only one that 7 know of that vaen't 
there we* Purty, end ha wa* In **3 or Ida at that -time. . 

0 He ie the one with the drinking problem”’ 
7. Vo, that 1? Stanley. 

Stanley is the one with the drinking 
problem, Dusty la the one that ie ju«t a year older thar 
1 am. 

0 -I vhat If anythlno did you know about 
•cientology at that time? 

A Wothing, All I knew was it was tome 
type of church, that more or lean “Just educated people; 

It was an educational-type of schooling or church At 

r-.'t-:-:c : 

that time • - v f ••<;• 

Q Do 2 gather then that the conversation 
really didn*t turn much during the course of that visit 

- *. If • •*. * * “ - • •;* *’ ' . • * 

on eclentology at all? . : 






v. -r. 


tlR. LOGAN* - Objection to the ‘fora of the 


-V’i. . s.- a-*. 




i. • ■'• UV 


question, dt asks the witness to aumruirire what the 

* ■ •" - *u 

attorney under a tends •' 1’v; r - ' 

•' THE vnsr.fi? t ."As far as T know, it • 
wasn't, beosuse most of the time, 1 wssn’t oven around 


-_•<! 






T* >. 
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1 

the adults or the older ones. 

♦ 

7 

1 was with Diane and my' niece — 

3 

BY m. LAWSON* 

4 

0 Wow old w»re you? 

B 

A Ten years arro , twenty years old. 

6 

Q Co you really didn’t hear much of 

7 

anything shout scientolc^y? \ • 

e 

1 

A No, because i wasn’t Interested lf» it 

9 

at the time. 

r 

Now, what ey mother and brother or sister 

• 

*ii 

* * , 

tfnd them, what they tal.Ved about, 1 reellv couldn't aav \ 

■ * 

' - 12 

for sure. .•' .: • ' • i 

: :V 13 

0 Did Tonja end her family leave while you • 

~ 14 

were there, or did they leave efter you left, or did they 

' ’ ' 15 

all leave sort of st the same time? , r . ~h: yJ ,\iy£z-} 

. *' IB 

A All about left the same time . 

~ v> 1 ? 

w' 

We had to go baclc to fclngman, Arisons , r v. 

IP 

and they were going one way, ve were going another way. 

19 

0 What was the nature and extant of your 

20 

r V 

contact with Tonja end her family, after Las Vegas, and 

, . ... . ../ : j 

21 • 

f t -. v . • * r 

<; v v * : ••• 

- ..Cr -. r- • * : 

before the phone call ta go to Clearwater? 

, ■* • \ . *• ,* ‘ ' , *’• : “• T''** ".**./JC j.y ■;*>. ---Tv ’ ; f 

*-•" • •• - .--'Mr.v„• v ■•'.•••• <./'-■> ! -*vvv* "it ; 

•« ;;:■■■* ;...wo** 

: :i = . ; ;r; •' «‘ V- j 

0 *• No letters? \ -j.-rrM \<•• i*. - 

... • ■ 1 :•■>* . s *\**.*■••:.•>*V*3?"**V V;* 

- \ " ?« 

; • '* . '■ ■ . u : , • • ' ' * . ' . ^ 

a y.thinh T bad one letter just to say,'^^..^;^'] 

■ i 

. T 

j*7 

-v - - •• '•/>• 1 

*"Pi, how ere you, how are you doing . 

— - " ■>•••' :*'• i 

r •*. . . ' - 

’ in 3 .2%SI- •- 

' FREELAND. CHFRTOK «, BRlEffR U 'f^ 

, • > V-: • .* - * ' r . 

• rf mirifn shopihanp«FP o«Trns - r *> >‘ •; .y. ■ 
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4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 


12 

13 

14 

15 

16 


17 

-18 

19 
* 

20 

■•ai’Vj 

:V • '.3 

■37 

24 

25 


0 Thone call*? ... 

A Nona, 1 had mad* one, I made one phone 
call to Arthur to wleh him a happy birthday onoe, mad 
•at that time, ha vas la La* Voga* working with another 
gentleman on hla own business, and from What I can 
understand, was all that 7 could gather out of the 
conversation. 

O All rloht. Let’* go near to tha phone 
call from Arthur to you , to no up to Clearwater, 

When I nay, *up to Clearwater,* I 
gather you ware In Tort Lauderdale? 

. • A Tea, 1 was. V r;l> ' v "•'•••-V v ''vV> ^ • 

0 bid he tall you where you might ^ind 


fonja? 

A he gave me an eddrese and told me that 
there la a church, a big dgn, -there la a church there. 




where lt'a at^ and how to cet there. ’ TT^V-rv^ - - • ' 

■0 And were you to get her and bring her * 
to Tort Lauderdale, until he could get the money to get 
an airplane'ticket to her? ' 




-A ; T was naked to pick her up and to bring 

St*.«<?.*'-z- ..• ■ .. ••••:. 

v r: k t • ry ’■ ? . >y: />. fV fc iv*%*. -?*•- »* vi •_ y - •• - * 

her down *to my place, to y t.ay for a couple of day* unt 


r- Y > ' ,-C. ’ 




he could get enough money tooether to give her an airp-f 
ticket home, end 7 e*5d, ’•Jt will he great, I haven’t f;v 
seen her In ten year*. It wotO* he nice *or her to come 
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down and visit fci awhile.* 

m 

Q Did he give you any instruction* or 
information with regard **■> h^vr to gat in touch with he> , 
other than an address, and a big sign for the church ■— 

A Tb*t i* 41. T was given an address, " 
v&« to go there, and ask ti*» people at th« desk for t»#r 
Q Khat. dig you do then? 

A Veil, 1 thinV that vs* on Wednesday, e*»o 
I Ip ft Friday night. It v** Saturday — first thing 

-r 

Saturday nornino, I left an* drove at there. 

1 get tharp- r -*\-"r r '*y . lath hatvrr.av 
afternoon, and located r. hot<«»l ro'vn,^ y. 

I figured that ? would *t*y the night, 
and leave the next morning tc com** back. 


.1 


Then 1 located rhe .church, and located 




"Tonja. 

‘-a 

Q - 'All right. ' ' 

• A Vou hsvr to real ire, it was two year* 

ago, and Z want to go as slowly — with as much detail 
as possible, 

0 . After you -got to the motel room,;then 

you vent to the church? - 


- >•? 

;• * 

.1 - 


* . . ** - kj,; 

*b * ■ ^ •- • a ^ ^ ^ 

* '•* * ’ -r..*.;^; rv;:• "“V•*.y**>• \ 


A Yea. fell, after 1 got -to the motel 




room, I located thi ~huroh, and then 1 tried to find a 

f ... * 

parking place, which wasn’t easy. V'*" 
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Then 1 went in And asked the lady at the 
desk. for Tonja Burden, and aha said, "Sit down, it will 
be a couple of minutes, I will call her.* >-’v 

— 5o I eat down and waited for awhile, ar.5 

Tonja came down the elevator with a young nan. 

i said, "Hi,* gave her a big hug# -and .. 
•he introduced p*e to the young nan a* her boyfriend at 
that time. 


aomething. 


U 

A 

C 

A 

3 


V'hrt vn* hJr name, do you recall?, 
i don 4 t. know, I think it waa Tim or 


Something 13 ke Tim? 
Tea, Tin or Tom. 




’-•-V. , -,:;r - j 


him? 


to six foot. 


160, 170. 


vhat. did he look like, could you deserlbe 


If 1 can xemembor, he was about five-ten 


He was slender, wasn’t very heavy, about 

• v, •'4**'*. v*i c't? 

He was a talkative person, asked all .K-ui'S- 



hinds of questions 

* Other wiciva 'U vcui V lamaiuuai tw '•1 “ 

=•-: J-> ,: >v - .rhr/=; ^ jj ? 

much, anything -about ’him.'?-? 


All right, fou met her,* hugged her, ahe ;/ 


introduced you to him and said that he was her boyfriend, 
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wh*t *16 wi all do then? 

A Vg nat down a few iBlntit.SK and talks ®, 
an* I said, "Are you ready to go?* 

...__ C You w*r» kind of In the lobby area? 

b w# t»iv**d for awhile about the 

family, how is everythin© and all that., because T really 
didn’t know — 1 haven’t. s^n Arthur for such a long 
time, and I remarked on how *he has grown since the last 
time I saw her. 


1 asked her if she vae ready to leave, 
an* right awey» T thin! the oautlnman said, "Ready to 
leave, where ar»» rou going?* 

An* then I turned and looked at hef, 
and she said# *Ve are volnc out t.o dinner." 

"•hen It was, a? far as 1 can understand 


It, there v«" somethin© going on that 7 knew nothing 
about at that‘time. • 


3 lust Vop* my mouth shut and let her 
do the talking, beeaus** the minute she opened her mouth 
and said something* that It when 1 knew that there was 
something that 1 didn’t know anything about# that area 


going on 




*v> you recall what she said -other than 


that she was oolng to dlnr-r? •; 

/a That in ell. *We are going out to 
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1 

dinner,* end then, *We will be back later** 

2 

And that ie when — what ie hia faca. 

3 

the young man wan supposed to be going with us, end at 

4 

that time, I kind of shook my head like no, he. it not* ‘ 

5 

. 1 haven’t ee«n my niece in ten years. 

6 

• - t 

and I would like to take her to dinner and talk to her* | 

7 

But then, ehe said a few things end thev j 

8 

i 

ftapped off and had some conversation, end she said. 

8 

*Wait here, 1 will be right hack.* v 

•* 

10 

She went down the steps, around the oorr.rr. 

11 

I and down the stairs. > 

•* 12' 

• • r ’* ** \ " • "/ •' 

X) You were all in the lobbv area? r -.l 

13 

A Yes, up where the elevators ere* 

^ 14. 

X) And then did Tim go with her, or —“ = 

15 

!•'- - • * - • - ' ' * >*.:*. ■ -- 

16 • 

A -Re stayed there vend sat next to M, vend 

started asking me ell kinds of questions* •'- 

.17 ’ 

0 Vhat were some of the questions that he * 

18 

asked you? 

* 19 

A Hell, like, ^*1 hear,you play professional 

. v‘'-f - ; ' • ' . 20 

'■.V: • *. ■; • 

football with the Miami Dolphin a."* 

- X ,21 •. 

i'l.y 

-§g;-^V • if;.- v*-_y 

7r '. i: 23 . 

. V. •. ?-%, v • > 

/ •* •• 

said, "No , X played a little professional - 

baseball t mot football 

•- - - » •■»•*. % 1-vL* •- * *• —.vt-*-- * *j. "V* *‘.r- v**---* • vc** V •' -••.< - it," ^ 

*•••. • - • - • .. » ; ;■•* i .* • •* » 1 •t»| •* ._.••*;• ^ • 

; And then ho said, v"Are you Just tip herey 


• •;>*.? •• 'H’i' 1 ~ 

for a visit?* • T ’ ^V X 

S^V .r/.c^>-.':'25' 

V . * * *.* 

- . I eaid, ■"Well, Y found out that my mieer: 

* % ^ }-* ' # *t • • • 
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v»« close by, and I thought 7 would Ilka to see bar* 

« ■* 

'"She Is * p*rt of sty family, and 1 haven't 
eftftn her in a long time." 

Then he was starting to aak me, "Bov 
long do you plan on fttnylno, whet do you plan on doing," 
and things like that. 

1 kind of, from that point, 1 buttoned 


up my lip and didn’t «ay any more. 

MR. coLT>**R9* This is Dr. Morris, who 
■works vith me, he is graduating from lev school. 

KR. L***$oNi L*t me hesr th»t last 

question? 

(Whereupon, the court reporter read back 
the last question.) 

BT MB. LMfSOKt 

. 0 Then what did he esy or you say, or did 
Tonja oome back? - 

A nothing. And st that time, I was 
wondering what was going on. T got up and turned and 
went dovn, around the corner and down atalrs, or around 
the corner and looked to see if 1 could aee Tonja, and 
»he was down there talking to a young lady, and another ■ 

* . ' ■ # . Z* ■ 

man, and also talking on the telephone. 


\ 

* 

i 

! 

1 


Vh* looked up and nav tm, and told m% tr- 


oomo downstairs. 


* ' * v v ^ . 
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1 

• 

Ho T went downstair*, she handed we th»> 

2 

phone , and 8*id, "Here, thin is Arthur, talfc to him.* 

3 

0 T?er father? 

4 

. A Ye*. 

s 

0 0>*y. Whet did Arthur my? 

. 6 

A T answered the whone, and Arthur said. 

7 

^Gaba,* }ust listen to Ton j| a, don't any anymore, ahe will 

8 

explain everythino later." 

9 

7 raid, "Yea, ohay, fine.* 

r 

He said, "Don't aay Anything to anybody 

ii 

about nnytM.no, eV*v?" 

12 

1 -M*, "Ti.oe.» And that in what T did. - -j 

13 

0 Then you gave the phone bach to her? 

- 14 

A Ho, T hung up. 

15 

| • . ’ . V / v ; . . ... 

0 AH Tight. What happened then? 

• 16 . 

A Tonja told the people that a*# are go inn / • 

C 

out to dinner/and that are will be be die in an hour or f. 

18 

two, and I aaid, "Fine.* 

19 

The young wan aaid, "la ao-and-ao going ; 

20 

with you?* y ; 1 j; : 

? ; 21 

\\t\- 

&: 

J** c< . .*? ' -• • . •'*’ . 

■•■23.' 

- Tonja aaid, "Ho,"* and Trow what I can 

; binder*tan<! f then ho tri*d to hav* thlf» ^other lady ±hat£$^> 

was there go with us, end v* both «aid 

: -7; i.;.. • * .-.v v* : .■ ■•' ^‘ 


: 0 -;i- Then what happened? : 

. •. . . • ^ ^ •*/d .i.v ~ ^ "1:/ ; 

25 " 

• ■ v j- . ‘ - - K v V*'•* ’ ; *.**- : -*i* v'" >* * 'Z. {* 

A T went upatHre and waited for awhile,/’; 


* - : .■• '■;• ’* •!’•." fRmANn,cNf«To> anii«rrrR..' : -’ ; - : ivr’? i * 

* ■* ."•; . -'Z.-rr-iz V* >. 

, :Cr»niriro^MoiMMANn nrnopTf . - ^ .-vs ; 


- . i * r * ’ *■ * 
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and then she vent with the young man and younq lady* and 
I vent upstair*, eat hark down, and waited for a few 
minutes. 

^ 0 Th* youne man you are referring to,‘i* 

the one back by th* phone? 

A Tea. She didn't introduce me to him, I 
don't know who they were. 

O Where did thev < 70 ? 

A That, T don't even know. 

0 Did thev 00 in the elevator —• 

A bet'* *ee, y*a, Tor.ja went upstairs with 
one of them, and up the mlewetor, and I aat down and 

1 . * . -c.' 

waited. 

She came back downetaira and told me to 
gp wait in the car, that nhr would be out in a few minute* 
0 About how Iona wan ehe pen* at that point? 
.7 - A * tiaybe ‘five minutes. 

Q All right. So then you went to the car? 

A Tea. 

. 0 And did anyone coma to where you were or 

follow you or anything? .vf-. 

‘V A So. fTonja camo out the door about five/; 
maybe ten minutes later, cam* over, got in the car, an-; 

■we want to dinner. - : 

Q * Where did you .go? 


J. 
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h k# vant to a little steak house right 
there off of the main street, vhere the church Is — 
there is s corner there, there is a stain road vhere 
th*re Is a corner, end ve turned heading east, vent dot 
quite e vaye. 

1 saw lik» -a eteak house, and we pvl'■' • 
In, vent Inside and had dinner. 

Q You vent east on vhst appears to be 
kind of a wain street In Clearwater? 

A Ye*. 


she? 


&x0 you select the risen to eat, or 0i<. 


Neither one. 


We started oolng dovn the road, driving 
along, and 7 said, *why don’t ve stop and have dinner?’ 

So I pulled In there, and nalther one o* 

■* * 
t»S decided on what ve vere going to have. 

Q And vhat did she tell you in route abouv 
going to dinner or leaving or anything? 

A The only thing she told tne vas the’fact 
that.she vas really anxious to get home, and that aha s$e',4 
granted to get out of that school,.and that vas it. 

7 didn’t .'verily pursue the fact or ' 
anythlna, or vhatever, .1 thought that is her bualner*. 

whatever she did is her business, and 7 
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didn't follow up nr a *v n? 




-pi«*fitlor.iug 


0 Did you eev h«* Anything ^hout Tire or 

the other people try rr t«■, ..• ' **1 nn»r wjth you all? 

A *V'. 

0 W'»t ••«•.> j**.r .-» th* r«;«* , »nr a - « t# what fl't* 

w 

you all tal>. about.? 

A ' «*• * al}.» ^ vr-^Mh t*T rM-* ago when •!?•» 
w»« 8 little olrl, an-' J v-.’s r«'ino «'> AnJlnee, 

'V- V> V-"'. M-'.n* •» '’</■ *» , how t>* - -*v . 

Art and Cathy vrr*' ^hc* . etr.ir.}'*. If. wa«« & ♦>-•■' > •. 

diacuaalon, btv 1 * hov* ♦>••►,-v“.* »*.o i5. 

i»r*v. *>h« v*» .• eftira p.nn vftnt *'• 

haa been <loi.no. ~jy-'*♦•»» k < ’.V'fo r*£ thr . *V he's. '*«**'-.• •• 

a boat crulac and ehe ha all nr*-;m f I th« ocean, .;»« 

about. 

O Dirt aha a<~lentology? 

a 

A * No. 

O Now, no. 4 no baoic to ♦.?»»• phone convarttt *nr 
with Arthur, where he e-Md, ,, ^u*t don't nay anything to 
anybody, do what Tonja e.ryw.* 

Dirt ahe nlve you any information about 
what you vara to do x>i «n^ 

A No, nhe luat. told am, *Don*t worry aboiit 
it,* that aha will heed** <. v »**-y thing, and J aaid, *That 
la line.* * / 

«Mf fl AMI). TMi MlOl It HMIFFFR 
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?16 SOUTHf AS 1 ^TMSTnrr | mui ! A ( ,pppnAi c - 






















1 1 

0 By, *r>or’t *orry About it,* what did aha 

2 

ntan —- 

3 

h About whatever v«i going or at the church*, 

4 

or whatever hart happened. •’nr” worry about it — j 

t 

5 

0 bid «»>♦• t;'****** *r b*» agitated or upsei? '•■ s 

6 

A NGrWMi’, yi»*. 

7 

Q ThrouqVvr the conversation, or when ahr ! 

1 

e 

wan talking ebon- >- ' 

g 

X • : 't’v*. r * ■ B'bo'.l , before we left. 

C 

0 She wfs nervous at the school when you 

11 

i got in the car, am? at eh* van not? 

12 

N 

B % rho -sat cr*. n,-tooV e Me fleet? breath. 

13 

| lit up a cigarette a nr — 

B i 

14 

0 Thar. yrn. *13 — 

15 

A -*-* 2 lit up * cigaret*«'. we eat down, ehe 

in 

aat back, toofc a deep breath cf lateeh sir, end that wan if.. 

c ” 

that la all she said. 

.18 

! 0 I*ifl you as* her hc-vr Tim would have come 

19 

• 

•4 

to think that you played football for the Miami Dolphins? 

20 

X Mo, 7 forgot all About it, 2 didn't —j 

‘21 

7 wasn't interested myself. ; v \! 


tl Did you ever ««*V her that ?' - 

23 

•. ' •'■• . . ‘ '• ' •' 

: ,'•••• •; A Mot that 3 ner. rer-amber. . .. ■ ,V/; 

’ • 24 

0 Where bad yen played professional - V : j 

• 25 

be aabail? •' ’ : ■ 1 •/ ''. .• - % • /?' v/.'"- • ;••'■' '! 

* * ’ ; 
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+- 


2 

3 


and when «• vent. dovn arret# the front ct It., wbsre V •* 
is an opening, there is a drivevay, and shs said, *MaV-- 

! 

| a right ham.* 


« 


5 

6 

7 

8 
’ 9 
1.0 
11 
17 

13 

14 

15 

16 
17 
IB 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


T r'iDM Its thr ^riv«v«y, -went on the 
circular drive. and *\e said. *M1 these boxes hero n»c 
nine. You load them op, 2 will be out in five minutes. 
Thera is something 1 b«'»« tr get.* 

Hho inside, and ? loaded titan up, 

and sat there . 

*5he ♦•srnc ru f ., col lr t.he car, and ws lef j . 

\ 

0 bid the app«*r*■ hr: bt ayrfted or ©ervou« 
i at that point? 

. ■• ' 


A Yes, at thn* c^ir-t. ah** eearned a little — 
har adrenalin was starting to flow. 

0 About what, time would this have been -the* 
you all got back to the church a**e drove up into the 
garage? 

A Aoughly about 7:30, it %*a« still light 


out. 


boxes? 


And you said boxes — was it luggage or 


: A There a»ere a murJe of suitcases, a co»r>V* 

• e ^ - 

of boxes, and she had a couole of boxer ell taped up, 
blankets, thing* like ttM 

© Blanket# art rMnga ijVe that?/ 


1 »urt and. r»« m>»> unmirra 

Cf.mir irnsiiniitMANn t»i «*nRtrns 
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X Yea# for sleeping, bedding. 

Q Then ah* * not in the car and you all le r t7 

X Yen. • 

Q Where did you go at thet point? 

a at that ooin*, »#e went back where 7 vr* 
staying at the motel room, v« went in# eat there and 
talked for a little while. 

1 said, "Well, it ie still early r maybe 
we can get to my place by ?tAf> nViocV. in the morning.* 

Xt that point ehe said, *Fine, let’s go,' 
*o T grabbed my suitcann, I had put it in the car# an* 
we drove back to Coral Spri.no*. 

0 When you drove up the ramp to where her 
luggage and boxen were — 

X Yea. 

0 — van there anybody up in that area# 

did you nee anyone? 

X Z saw no one in that area. 

Q She went inside the building? 

X Yes. 

£ Xnd then she came out by herself? 

: .:' ; :X Yes. ' . ; ?• • 

© Did she say what she was going inside 
for, or what she did while she was inside? 

X No, all that 7 noticed vaa that she went 

* 
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in# grabbed a sweeter and a guitar. 


! 
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23 
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' 1 think It was a guitar or she grabbed 

n sweater and left the guitar — that is right# she told 
toe that she had to leave her guitar there. 

Q Did she explain why she had to leave her 
guitar there? 

A Wo, she did not. 

0 You all then drove to Tort Lauderdale? 

* A -;-: To Coral Springe. 

0 Coral Springe? 

A Yea, which is northeast of Fort Lauderdale, 
by about 15# naybe 20 nlnutea. 

© To the eaat or weat — 

A Northwest, 1 ehould aay. 

KR. LOGAN* Northeast would be a little 

wet. 

THE WITNESS I That la the ocean. 

Northweat from here# it'a northwest. 

BY MR. LAWSONS 

Q Maybe weat of Deerfield# something along 

there? p ..... ' v. v . V. 

. ' • • ‘ • ■ " *:• 

A Tea, Coral Springs Is juat northweat x>I 

Margate. 

0 Did anyone call her after you fill qot to 

. • r * • v . 

where you were going# Coral Springs? * 


* 

1 
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A No, aha made only one phone eell end thet 
waa to her Dad In Vega*. 

0 How long did rha stay with ,you ell? 

A Two, three day*. 

O' And then she went to l»a* Veges? 

A No, T tooV h«r to the airport* Whether 
eho went to Vega* from there, J don’t know. 

All 1 know Is that 2 took her to the 
airport, end ehe got on a -n'»n*» and left. 

0 TiJd n>»e receive any ticket from hex 
father or — 

A She ricked It up at the airport, * 

ticket, no money. 


0 It. appeared then that he had purehated 


a ticket there In Lap V*o**. and arrangement* had been 
made for her to pick it up — 

A As far a* 7 could tell, arrangement* had 

been made. • 

% 


O when did you next hear from her? 

A .1 didn’t henr anything from her* 

.* * 

T heard from Arthur, he gave me e phone ,-K 
call end asked me hov much it ro*t me to go up there, and 
get her, and that he would reimburse 
Q Did h»? 

A Yea. 


•>v 


v. vi....;. - 
> v - 
*• ^ * • •.* • 

r V* 
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Q When you were driving down to Coral Cp 1 itv 
frotn Clearwater, did you ell diBcus* eclentology? 

A Not really. 

We just drove and listened to none music, 
reminisced about bach ■when, end that ws» about it. 

I fell — ah* fell asleep about an hour, 
and then 1 let her drive for a little while, and then 1 
fell asleep. 

When?i_w>kf. no. she war lost, »o 1 had 

to take over and drive the rent of the way, ahe made a 

* 

wrong turn. 

0 T>id she appear to he nervous when ahe 

3 jj •-'£ 

j. r-PT>n of the hotel to oet in the c»r. Into the <jar*a» 

with the eweater? 

A No, in fact, ahe seemed more relieved 

than anything else. 

•.. ^ 

t) And she wan relaxed and relieved on the 

trip back? 

A Yea. 

Q And ^then while you all were in Coral Sprint?* 
did you or your wife or anyone dlacuaa acientology with 
.Iter? y'Jr -] - v " v‘l-• 

V i -A No, 7 didn’t. 

: : *• ... ; ^ • .. .. : .T 

1 waan*t really interested in it,, becave 

if it waa related to the church, I an not 


i 


*> I 

a worshiper, and I 
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if aha wanted to tall mo aoinething, she would have told 

m*. 


I would not ait thara and pry into bar 

life, or anythlnp Ilka that. 

f> So ahe really eealgned no raaaon for her 

daaira to leave tha church? 

A Vail, let me put it thin way, ahe didn’t 

tall m anything, and neither did ay brother, Arthur, 

until after 1 wae approached by another attorney or 

aomebody from the law firm for tha Church of Scientology 

Q When wee th«t, that you were approached* 

A It would be about four montha aoo. 

0 Who waa that that approached you? 

A 1 don't remember tha gentleman'a name. 

but all 1 know ia that be banded me a card, and 1 don't . 

think 1 still have that. 

♦ 

* ~Xt I do, 1* In nry filing cabinet 

at home. 


0 After you were approached by that 
gentleman, what if anything did aha aay about bar daaire 
to leave Scientology? 

A She didn't aav anything. ^ 

• • * * • •' * 

1 bad to get a bold of her, and I caller 
bar long dlatance, and J aaked, "What the heek is going 
on?" . ' * . V ; - 
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She ♦old we that aha v** anlng the Che*-rl 

* 

of 8cient61ooy for mllllona of dollars or thousands of 
dollars, or vhnt^mr aha eatd, 

T aald, "Why?" and aha aaid because At 
that time, ehe didn't learn anvhbino, and she was tailing 
me that aha v«« this end ■‘hat, end a lot of othe* things 
that happened to her. 

T said, •Nall, that la fine, but how did 
I gat In the middle of the whole situation?" 

© So the fir at yr*v lenmrd th/'t aha fil^d 
•wit against t.hr rhurrt* vs* when t.h* investigator cane 
to aaa you? 

A v«»«,. 


■Q Vow, one of the things aha aald as to 
bar reason for suing was that aha didn’t learn anythlnq? 

A She didn’t learn anything, and the church 
turned her Into a 17-year-old dummy —* 

O What alee did aha say the church had don* 

to her? 


A "Well, ehe told me also that they had 
made her a prostitute, end that they had imprisoned h* r 


. m '.~c i*; 


-while she area with them., > 

o ***S|*: voA h'* > r- 

* _ * * *'* •. _ • • • •. - _ . j * 

> • . * * * • • * . 

X> Tall me what aha aaid about then making 


»m r i ani.v chi mo* a briefer 
r« «mt ir.osHoiHMANn neP0P?rns 


*1#I SOUTH! AST 6?MMBn l 
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her a prostitute? 

A That is all, aha said that they made hrr 
a prostitute, an* at the son of 15, I think, that they 
ha* imprisoned her, an* vculd not let her leave, end th*’ 
the church had more or lees not educated her, 

0 Nov, tell me vhat she said about the 
prostitution, other than ir*kina that assertion, ehe did 
not elaborate on it? 

A Plohf. ?^he put the bare facte out, an* 
that vas it. 

Tt v*« this. this and this, and I didn’t 
follow up on any of vhat she said, 

0 What did she say about the imprisonment? 

A Just that t*ey had kept her from leaving, 
kept her from doing vhat she vented to do, and couldn’t 
90 and come unless she vas like thee of the rest of the 
students* 

0 bid you asV her — eV^use me, that she 
could not 90 and come like eome of tho other student# 
could? 

A Yes. The way she related it to »e eras 
that she could not leave vlthout an accompanyist, VJT 7 . 

Q Without somebody being with her?* - f V ■ 

A Yob. y’- : '7\7 •. 

0 Did you ask her anything about her ability 
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to leave with you on the evening you were in Clearwater? 

A No. 

0 Did she indicate whether or not she was 
imprisoned, in that sense, at the time that you were ir 
Clearwater? 

A 1 don't underatand the question. 

O Did ehe indicate that thle alleged 
imprisonment was going on while you were in Clearwater? 

* i.. * ... * 

A 1 still don’t understand the question. 

Q Pi 3 ehr m*ar that the imprisonment war 
continuous or that it occurred — 

A Excuse me# ehe didn't eay anything about. 

that to me. 

Q No elaboration? 

A No. 

Q So she did not indicate then whether or 

. * • ‘ * 

•• - 

not this, * imprisonment/" was a condition that ehe was 4n 
when you were in Clearwater that Saturday? 

A No. 

0 In addition to her claim that they did 
not mducate her, made hor e prostitute, end they lmpriscn 
her. -what else did she say that they did 'to her? 'V-;- 

* A That was about it v - < ; •' | 

-♦ .V r' • --v-f V. V/'*-?-* ' { 

The main thlno was that ehe was uneducai .} 


did not educate her; math, English, regular-like school! r j 
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, 

0 That wae t v » thing ahe pnt the meat 

2 

arnphnela on? 

3 

A Ym, The voat ewoheula vaa the way oh* 

j 

4 

pot it, *We.ra ! w » IT-wa^-old., y can't get a. job j 

6 I 

beoauae I have no education* t *he ooulrtn't read or writ* -- 

% 6 1 

O Tlov long did •the telephone convereatiou 

7 

about the ault go on? 

8 

X fifteen minute*. 

9 

Tt a long-diatance phone eall, T 

{ 10 

j oouldn't afford it# end I made it abort, 

i 

11 

j 

C *hon did you talk to her next after thr* 

17 

•X I haven't talked to her einoe. j 

; • 1 

13 

j 

When dJd von navt talk to her father? i 

i 

w 14 

A I haven't t*JVe.<5 to him alnea. 

15 

ATI T haw V*en talk J no to ara lawyer* 

16 

ond attorneva. 

c 

0 * fid her father ever cive you any reaaor 

18 

as to why ahe viehefl to leaw tha ohureh? 

19 

A lto. 

20 

© Po the only explanation you roally got 

21 

from bar vaa when ahe told vou about the atilt? 

* " • * % m } 

i>>;• 22 

A Tea, why 1 waa -right in tha middle of it., 

-* • V*' f 

23 

I didn't know anything, and had nothing 

24 

to do with it, that ia aa far aa I could tall* - 

25 

i © And you didn't inquire before when you # 

‘ •. • * 
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%rere over in Clearwater, when ahe va* In Corn! Snrln«, 
becaua* you considered tbut ve« ber burine**, and you 
weren't lntereat.ed In rellolo*', one way or the other? 


a 

Yea. that fa the vav 1 am. 


^loee T m» a little hid, T have had 


religion driven down my -throat to the point that if 
anybody brinoe up veilcion, or if I aw at the beach and 
some churchooer ooee* by end etarta tnlVlng religion, 


X will pick hi" 

• vo ^.hr^ nr r r«f 

i O 

Th*t if* nf *rSit f now? 

A 

7 into chorrt- 


ao much, you can yet wometMno pushed at you »o much/ 
that when you oet old «*nenr»h, von don* 4- vant to have 
nothing to do with i*. 


0 

Vhn vn« that "that did *-hpt pushing, yv»- 

family? 


A ‘ 

Mere or ?e*n. 

Q 

Mould Ar* , hM'* have been euhjected to tt*’ 




• Ian, would he have been enbircted to the earn* thing f y 


your parent*? - 


A •; 

• '* 4 

mo. ^ 

"0 / •*: 

■ Me van not.? V:- * • - ,* •'- 

A 

lfo. It* r*n)mn I -was la becauae X Mae 0 


the youngeat one in the and X «•»** atill living v«t 

my mother, and my mother f.r really a Eeventh-Day AdvenUs* 

f RFFland. rwrnTOK * briffpr 
Itnurit nsmMMMANnnrPOBirns 

?ir,sotnur avj 6 i h slur1 1 n»m • AMornnALt.f co»if>A 
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J-™- - 


a churchgoer, t>»> vhi-l#* *>i> ’«•, ca»rytMng, and .it got 
to the point when I had to nit thore and listen to het 
read the bib!''. 
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•ria- nao^#>n*»*'- v*»«*n Arthur nnd gotten 

an4 h'^ via* i«» tS* r*>rwj#;A n* + h* tif 1 * vhfp g>»»- 

really etnrtr , d becoming a cev»n*-h-n*y Vdvgnhist. 

0 ’hiat. r«*3ioion r'i< 3 your mot.h**r practice 
when Arthur would have b«cr. nr-.'-vino ,uj>7 

A "'fie «'¥»'* c« Adventist 

£ rhr. "\r-i\ * n f *if !?♦; ^ ? 

WOi vn^'t v#*n^ly # y»orA?j§« at tJi»l 

tine, she was more or less -rammed about taking car*-- 
of the family, and also at that lime, Arthur vae more * i 
less -- she was having proM«"'e with my father, and 2 
wasn’t, even born yet. 

0 What la the age differential between yen 

and Arthur? 

A Let*a *•“, T am 30, ard h« has got to )• 

about. 45, Almost 15 years — 7 think there la 12 ox 7 3 
years between us. 

3 know n-y mi »♦.#>» and 2 — she was 17, 
Waocy was 17 years older, then Stanley ia 76 years older, 
and comes Arthur, who ir. I'* years *'ld<v~ f and haul, vho x* 
13 ye*re older, and my Y~o *.}-«*■ i>n*ty, wap a y*ar older, 

a 

an! nyeelf. 


rpi M anii. cHfRioic a «m» r fs 
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*r r-»cj *cll you anything about 


being threatened y*hyal rally by the church If aha 
endeavor***) to If av'»? 

A *’r>*blna thl‘. T can »(*HfnHrr« 

She didn't t**ll tne anything about that. 

0 Pit! she hpvn ary bruises cr anything cr. 
her vhen you wr>rc tWr* Ai: ( Vtrrvahex? 

A She ha' 1 her f-J'.»thes on, 1 couldn't tell 

yon. 

'■ -t 

0 Well, the *«c»* — 

A No, nothin-; that J con)d ana. 

C SH f f-ajr 1 nvtMno about anything like that 

A :*<>. 

* 

HP. i..r.v'vvj. jf y 0 ij would give toe a tow 

mJ.nutes, here. 

MP. O^CbTTi ••*.« *a ac> In the other roan.. 

• , 

(l^hereupon, a abort recess vu taken.) 

HP-. LAWSON? on the record. 

TiY MP. LAWSON s 

0 When you went to the church there In 
Clearwater on that Saturday, how vas Ton^a dressed, in 
-a dress, did you notice? v . • ') * 

A No, eha ha-5 a vnJr -of i.*»vls on, And v.v .. 
ah^ came downstairs, -eba v^r* -veering e. oair of shorts. 

V . . • ;• f ■ ... * 

She ««n*- triuts rs with her —.no, 1 taV* 

. * 

tar fi amu. cHnuor a arifffr 

c» mu irP5MORiHANMPrroinf.ps 

7 ii.hO«»iHi am ftHsimn k»|ii i A*ini noAtr.»i.oPM»h 





















that back, she »•** j'ljr of Levi* ® afci’ 

Khen ih+ came downstai re, and when v- 
left, nhe did not change W clothes. 

q Wrr# they met. or dirty? 

A Just, average. 

0 Did ehr look thin or pair or diatraugM : 

A she always had barn slander, ell of he» 
life, a little rale. 

t 

khe hcd tern that vay - - she la that tyj** •.> 
a young ladv that h«»*. fair rf;in and blond hair, lair *>f». 

j 

v v?hat dl« <h* trail you about th« •Mp U; - -: % 

was on, her activities on it? 

A Hors, not. ruch T didn't inquire ahor * 

it. 

& Did eh** indicate whether it van ol.ee 
or unpleasant or a unremarkable ajtvatjon? 

A. She jur.t told m toout a *»w place® that 
went to, and that la all die told no, and 1 didn’t foil* 
up on It. 

I an not #n ittorncy, end 1 don’t quern * r. 

anybody. 

Jt they vantto talk, fine, and if you don’t, 
■that 1* lire. :• ■ 

i 

t» Do you krewAether or not Ton^a na* «ve? . . j 

had a drug problem? "» ' ; 

:-- -■ -r---- 
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A He, ret iV** 1 know of. 

C yr*y heard that ehe had one? 

A v f.. 


T 

0 


Vr 7 


♦ir. 


with druoa? 


VTVfti ilv ui her father* 

t?R. * Khether he bad * drur proV?o^ 

>l!>. I tl •'O' V M;> 

TR7- v*i+*w Wifi:h<tr h* bad a problem'"?- 

*■*», rrvfpy *•**.. 


TP* w.rvrtt;, That, ? don't know, 

V» r,rv#M Var. *« loro ** J VBR around 
him, he never ha** iotv ii. 

BY WR. LAVS0*?: * 

0 ^«v*» yov- hoard frc*n hearsay whether he 

M # 

may or v **v. -* 

#i Nir i }».it 3. 0^*4 

0 Ant? 1 n*t a* you <31<?n f t -talk about 

•cientology with her, I rather you also did not "talk 
about aoientology vith hin«? 

A ■-• Vo.: 

,. v O T>o you kftoe Tonja*.* relationship 

has been with her father hv*? the period of years, clos: 
distant? . 


i * 
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1 1 

A That, 7 don’t know. 

2 1 

If yon are talking About Danny* that 

3 

would be no met M r.q di f. Jr r*rt.. 

4 1 

C* v>u; -*7 

5 | 

A The brothei . 

6 J 

0 Her hro^i’nri 

7 s 

A \>S. 

8 

O And what wtmJrt be the answer on that? 

9 

A Well, from what 7 understand, Danny in 

( 

just — he more or lean «j no* he wan alx>ut 15 years ol*l 

11 

has gone on hie own, and ha* done what he wanted to d'». 

12 

! He in supposed to come down here to 

13 

South Tlorl**a and liv*» with mo, and I h*d e job waiting 

14 

for him and a place to et.av *nd every*hi no, but he nev**» 

15 

showed up. 

16 

0 7 van*, to gc back for a moment to your 

18 

©oming back from the restaurant, drlvlnc up In the garao- 

and up the ramps, were there env tniarda or anything at 

19 

i the gates or at the door? 

20 

A Wo, not that 1 frnov of. 

. v 21 

.0 And you indicated that there was no one 

v. • ; 22 

up there where her lunoaoe end her boxen were. 

23 

Did yor* el3 pass anybody on the ramp go!* 

24 

up or down, that you recall'? 

w 25 

A Going down, we paeped a young lady* end 

• 

•» 
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a guy, that was all. 

0 Were they just walking — 

•A They were just going up the ramp. 

Q They didn’t eey anything or look at you 
all or anythino like that? 

A No. 

0 Do you know the current address and 
••"ployrsont of Tonja? 

A No, I don’t ev»n knew ho* to get a hoi* 

of her. 

0 Nov did yo>» knew hnv to -net a hold of 
her after the investigator got in touch with you? 

A 1 called my mother, my mother called 
my sister, my sister called my niece, and my niece call*) 


0 Collect, I gather? 

A * No. •• •* 

0 And do you know where her father la, 
where Arthur la? 

A In Z*s Vegas, some place, as far at X 
know, -• ./ . V •- ;.v- -V.{‘ 

'X? * 0 Do you know what his employment It? ; 

A No. All I know Is that at the time, ; - 
when I talked to him, he w**» n* If-employed with another 
man. - ‘ 
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They hnfl oone into acting school or 
•omethlng, they opened on an acting school at that time, 
along with a construction huaine**, too. 

C tV5 you know of nny prohlema that Tonja 
haa hail vith law enforcement, arrests, anything like tha*..7 
h Wo. 


0 What about. he'** Tether* 

A Wo. As far as 7 know, all I know about 
Arthur ia that ho never eprede, never d*-jvea teat, and 
he was always very careful. 


Tfa kicked t—-* —ear snd or'*’* for oett^no 

# 

a ticket, especially in hia chicle. 

V*. T.AW«-oti. That ia all the question* 

X have. 

HR. COLDFAP.nt I have a few. 


Cnor.S-EXAWINATION 


BY HR. GOLDFARB* 


<5 Durlno the three days that Tonja spent, 
with you and your family in Coral Springs, did ahe 
appear to be a normal 17-year-old girl from what you 
could observe? 


I 

\ 


J 

« 


I 


A Well, dnrina that tin*, 1 was working 
two jobs, and I saw her mavbe out of a day, maybe saw • 
her about an hour, hour end a half, end during that tine, 
wry wife and her, they fixed dinner, did the dishes and 
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•11 that, and that wan about it* * 


My wife talked to her more than 2 did 
during that period of time, because my vlfe was hone. 

Me ju*t hai* our first baby, and ah* Mi { 
staying home. j 

0 Toni a able to help out your vlfe 

in whatever she needed to be done around the home vhile 
ahe was there the three days? 

A Just housework. 

0 Did ahe appear, from vhat you could 

Observe, did she appear to be e. perfectly normaX l?-y**Mv 

old girl for the brief period of time you spent vith her 

thoae three days? i 

A 2 guess, yes, as far as 2 could tell. j 

She seemed « little slow when she came j 

with her answers, but other than that, that is about ell. 

• • 

0 Mere you able to converse with her and 

communicate with her arithout any difficulty, weren’t you? 

A Tee. She didn’t use large words at me, 

just basic talk. 

© And you probably didn’t use large words 
at her? .. : . ' /• • 

A No, that is why 2 wear this. 

0 ©id she physically appear to 2>a In good 

condition from vhat you could observe? 

■ ■ ■ 1 " " ■ ■■ ■ 1 w 
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Y~n . Phyelrally, She was all right. 

Did yon see her at ary time during thos* 
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three day* after a shower, when ehe might have been 
partially undressed, to aee whether or not aha tai In 
any way bruised or did you eee eny marks-on her body? 

A ?>h« had one bruise rioht here on her loo. 
it wann’t very bio. It vas a small one ae far as 1 cou?d 
remember. 

1., That was the only one 1 saw that only 

time, when she ha>' a pair e* shorts on. 

0 Did von eat her how ehr veil that hruirr : 

A : Vo, I did not. 

. 0 t^hen you left the buiJdior In Clearwater 
when you want up this ramp, were the baas and luggage 
already out*5dr — 

A Tea. 

Q — of the front door,'or — 

A They were outside, next to the elevator - 
0 It was similar to checking out of a hot** 
the bags were lined up outside, you put tha bag* in the 
oar, and* Tonja walked Into the rar and you got into thr 
driver*® seat and took off* 

A Ye*, the onlv t.hina that made it 
peculiar was the fart that she *aid, "Hurry up a* fast 
as you can, if anybody comea/by, ^Just tell them you are 


FRFELAND. CHrOTOK. a BRIEFFS 
f.tm ir Iff liMOm HAMM WFPOfMf.H* 

Plf. hOMTHfAM t»TM S1PM 1 roo» I A« *1 *1 QHALC. * I 0***nA 




















1 

7 

3 

A 

5 

6 
7 
B 
9 

IP 

11 

17 

17 

1 A 

15 

16 
17 
IB 

19 

20 
21 
72 
23 
7A 
75 


pic*lrc up some stuff for somebody 

Q Mo on* physically trl*d to prevent you 
from taking Ton-* ; a In the car or that nioht, <116 they? 

* Not phyr. 1 cally. ro. 

J wi«h th*m lurk if they did. 

0 *«v» you talked with Hr. Flynn at fill 

about -this situation with Tend*, and t\i* lawsuit? 
j A briefly. The only thlnq that Mr. Flynn 

had asked ire i« wh»n 7 was •i*rpo» t ?(1 to olv*» my deposition, 
and if I was goinq tc give a deposition, or if 7 had 
ojv»n one t.o anybody f.-jc’’ Ivin" my notice, and 

3 just explained to him th»t 3 v new -nothing, and *31 7 
know la that 3 v*nt up ib**’*, oloved h*:r up, brought he- 
back, and that was aben«- all. 

J qot a letter from Mr. T.ocr«n, with a 
copy of the paper* that were going to h»> served to me, 
and that was it. 

0 The conversation, the phone conversation 
that you had with her, this o«me about e**-er you had be*'- 
approached by somebody from the Church of Scientology? 

h Yea. The gentleman told me that he was .-y 
an attorney for the Church of “Priontoloqy, and would Jiikr- 
to get a statement from me. 

At. that time, 7 told ih* gentleman that 
1 would give ro statonerts until 1 find out vhat is going 
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on, until 1 check vith my attorney and find out If I 
should give a statement., or wait until 7 gat approached, 
or by a Court Order, if I net a sumrfona to give a 
deposition. 

C Ar.d r.?ter *»eu ^>ent through the family to 
finally reach Ton jit hy phon«, following this gentleman's 
visit vith you, the first thing she told you, as 2 noted 
down on your direct examination, was that She said aha 
is suing the church for millions of dollars. Is that 
correct? 

A >'or. Hjt *hc- didn't name s or ice. 

0 She said millions of dollars? 

A She filed suit aqatnst the church, enr 
that her attorney will he in touch with me, if they 
need me for anything. 

0 And the main complaint from that 

e 

conversation van that she was somewhat unhappy vith the 
degree of education she received? 

A Yea. The main thing from that converse* 
vas that I chewed her out for not letting me know vhat 
vas going on before somebody comes and bangs on sty doo~, 
and wants to start asfcinq me ell kinds of questions ah*** ♦ 
something 2 knew nothina shout. 

0 What did she say when you chawed her out? 
r A That she va» very sorry, but she vas 
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going to notify me in the next few days to let me know. 


«vnd 1 said, ~That was a little late." 

Q Did yon nsV her, *What are you doing with 
yourself at this time?" 

A 1 anfced her If she had a job, and she 

said, *Ko." 

1 asked her if everything was working *.\i' 

okay for her — 

Q What did shr say? 

A .She said tha* everything was fine, and 
that it was goanq to i»t hfttor aftei this big oourt th-a- 
w«a over with, but other than that, that ie all she sa*-5 
0 what did vrn understand her to wean when 
she said that? 

A That there wee nothing drastically wrong/ 

1 guess. 

0 Everything was fine, but she gave you 
the impression that after this lawsuit waa over, thing" 
would be better? m 

A Yea, 

^ fe^lier you said something about the 

- *’ . * • ; ' ' . • X 

4 .• i ^ 

whole family, het whole family getting on the boat* 

A Yes. V; : ,C. 

0 Ie that what you understood it tobe? o 
A Yes, ' 
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0 “That ill when you vara about 20 ? 

h Arthur, Cathy, Danny and Tonja, the fow 
©f thaw were going to tafce a trip with the Church ©f 
Sc1ontology. 

O Did you aeV her at #11 about the place 
that aha had been to on thi« boat, or anything about thn 
boat trio? 

h T.et ■»*<* «•*. 

*"n>*- only th*o« ' can **er»reher van on a 
place *he had told **»n that I*• van vnry, v#*rv 

prattv, and if T have a chenc*. to go *-h»»r«. 

1 can’t rno»Tnb«r tha ©f the place — 

0 Did you coon nvrav with the impreanibn 
that aha had enjoyed bar tlo*. on thin ►•eat? 

A J car*# away with no lmpre«*ion at all, 

xaally. 

0 * 7 mioht have nirunderntood you, but 

which family member van it that you anid wrote you — 
did Tonja write you all during the time that you had - 


20 

* 

Wo one wrotn mo a letter at all, ©xcep* 

21 

my mother. 

■■■•• . 

. 22 


.Wr. tJOhCFhhPt , ^h«t in -all the question? 

23 

0 

I have. 
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for tha church 

of Florida -- 
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MR. LOrtAKt T continue t.o object ©n the | 

. I 

panel-type discovery. 

MR, LRWSOVs One second, please. 

Me ere "inirhcd. 

MR. TRrUTT: No questions. 

MR. J,onAN? *io Questions. 

Vou have the rioht, If this J* typed up, 
which It probahly will lv », t.o road and sign the doposltl^r 

You can*t chanoe any, answer, you read It 
for proofreading purposes. 

fissentiMly, \n. **«n valve that right, 
that is your choice. 

T’fF WITKRRF: Co hack to the laat part. 

MR. LOOANt Whether or not you want to 
come down hare and read the deposition If it*s transcribed, 
essentially to proofread It, ©r you can waive — 

THF wiTVFRFr Yssrntlally, X have just — 

X told the truth, you know, T trues* J will waive it, X 


I 


I 


I 


cru*Bs, 


tWhor^upon, the deposition vat conclude. * 
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STlhPTJVTION j 

It is hereby stipulated by and between 
app»Krlno counsel and t'u* that the reading and 

signing and notice of filin': of the. forcgoina deposition 
be, and the same *r», hereby waived. 

ftn; r'jT.’ r "r*? p^t ^>rr*T” «*(w. 

i 
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CERTIFICATE 


RTA-nr or FLORIDA > 

) 8 S. 

COUNTY OF BROWAP.*> ) 

T , r,».I / ' A. h»>vy, * Realeterefl Frofeeisl 
Reporter nn* # *fr\+mry n«i>>Ho \n en* f nr the State of 
Florid* at L*rqe» 


T>o TtnnirpY CERTIFY that the foregoing 


d»oo*ition v*q ♦■•Von «***» *t fhn t<tr»A and piece 

ther*»*>n de* ign*t»i : the' hl«r ^ororf’^t v*w bv duly sv- i *■ 
that: nv ehor*-* 1 *!!* c? ..h<* j *•* r tr ’ • # , '*nr;«>d to 

# "hp •»*•• •* r-s* 1 t J * t- «***-1 ♦ hf-' OOl. TIC? pr r J~* 

] thrnuqh 50 , err * true en.l mr*-#rt record of the 
teaMrnony cr 1 v<*n by ♦h* %Hton«*. 


11 rro 7 iirn r»->T-rr-v that * *n not • re)*** 


or •rnrloy^* of anv of the . nor rejativ* or eirr >••* • 

of eurh attorney or couneel, or financially interested 

S 

in the foreaoJna notion. 



1 QB 1 , in the City of Fort h*udnrdale, ty of Brower* 

State of Florida. 
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*3zee Jlance Court cRepoztezi, One. 

©15 EAST BONNEVILLE AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


PAULETTE COOPER, 

PLAINTIFF, 

VS. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
BOSTON, INC., ET AL., 

DEFENDANTS. 


) CASE NO. 81-681-MC 

> 

) 

> 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, ETC., 

PLAINTIFF, 

VS. 

PAULETTE COOPER, 

DEFENDANT. 

PAULETTE COOPER, 
COUNTER-CLAIMANT, 

VS. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, ETC., 

COUNTER-DEFENDANT. 


CASE NO. 78-2055-RMT 


VOLUME VII 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
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DEPOSITION OF TONJA CATHERINE BURDEN 


DATE: THURSDAY, APRIL 22, 1982 

TIME: 10:00 A.M. 

LOCATION: OFFICES OF FREE LANCE COURT REPORTERS, INC. 

915 EAST BONNEVILLE AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 


REPORTED BY: LAURIE WEBB, C.S.R. NO. 50 

COURT REPORTER - NOTARY PUBLIC 


'Ozee Jlancc Couzt cRepoztezi, One. 


915 EAST BONNEVILLE AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 













Q IS THE WORD MESSAGE IN PARAGRAPH 7 YOUR 
WORD? IS THAT A WORD YOU CHOSE? 

A SEE, I DON'T WRITE ANY OF THIS STUFF UP. 

MY ATTORNEYS DO THAT BECAUSE I'M NOT — WHAT'S THE WORD? 
LITERATE ENOUGH TO DO IT. 

MR. HOFFMAN: BY THE WAY, HAVE YOU READ 
PARAGRAPH 5, MR. ROTH? DOES THAT HELP YOU AT ALL? 

MR. ROTH: YES, I'VE READ PARAGRAPH 5. 

MR. HOFFMAN: OKAY. I JUST WANT TO MAKE 
SURE. YOU SEEM TO BE SOMEWHAT CONFUSED. 

Q (BY MR. ROTH) CALLING YOUR ATTENTION TO 
PARAGRAPH 8 — 

A YES, CARRIED NUMEROUS MESSAGES. 

Q YOU SAID — YOU STATE "I CARRIED NUMEROUS 
MESSAGES BETWEEN HUBBARD AND OTHERS CONCERNING PAULETTE 
COOPER.*’ 

A I CARRIED THE TELEXES. 

Q WHAT MESSAGES ARE YOU REFERRING TO? 

A TELEXES AND STUFF LIKE THAT WOULD BE WHAT 
IT'S REFERRING TO. ALL THE TELEX COMMUNICATION AND STUFF. 

Q TELEXES ABOUT PAULETTE COOPER? WHAT KIND 
OF TELEXES? 

A NOT ABOUT PAULETTE COOPER. I GUESS OPERATIOM 
FREAKOUT, WHICH HAS TO DO WITH PAULETTE COOPER. 

Q ANY OTHER TELEXES ABOUT PAULETTE COOPER, 


'Jzee Jlance Couzt cfiepoztezs, Unc. 

913 EAST BONNEVILLE AVENUE 
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101 
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A. THOMAS HUNT 
WALTER COCHRAN-BOND 
TAYLOR, ROTH & HUNT 
A Law Corporation 
617 South Olive Street 
Suite 510 

Los Angeles, California 90014 
(213) 623-8000 

JOHN G. PETERSON 
TRABISH & PETERSON 
4676 Admiralty Way 
Suite 902 

Los Angeles, California 90291 
(213) 822-2818 

Attorneys for Defendant and 

Counterclaimant Plaintiff 

Church of Scientology of California 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 


JANE LEE PETERSON and ) 

RICHARD J. PETERSON, ) 

) 

Plaintiffs, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, et al., ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ; _ ) 

) 

CAROL A. GARRITY AND PAUL ) 

GARRITY, ) 

) 

Plaintiffs, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, et al., ) 

) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ; _ ) 


Civil No. 81-3259-CBM (KX) 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

DATE: February 7, 1983 
TIME: 10:00 a.m. 

COURTROOM: Judge Marshall 


Civil No. 81-3260-CBM 
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THOMAS JEFFERSON, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, et al., ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ) 

) 

DANA LOCKWOOD, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, et al., ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, ) 

) 

Counterclaimant ) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

MICHAEL FLYNN, THOMAS HOFFMAN,) 
THOMAS GREENE, KEVIN FLYNN, ) 

) 

Counterclaimant ) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ) 


Civil No. 81-3261-CBM 


Civil No. 81-4109-CBM 
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_...._1.^—-,-■ ... . . - . . J . V. jr - - - ' - - '-• " - - - - ■— ■ - -am- -*•- I - - • • - - - 

C ( ( > C.) 

"Q. By that mean you mean yes; the answer is yes? 

"A. Sure. This guy would lay down his life for 
LRH [L. Ron Hubbard]: no doubt in my mind." 

(Exhibit "A", p. 11, 1. 24 - p. 12, 1. 2.) 

Mr. Peterson stated that other Scientologists, other 
than Mr. Harvey, also made some of the representations which he 
has alleged were false. These individuals included Lee 
Landers, Meryl Woodruff, Steve Thompson and Blank Silverman. 
(Exhibit "A", pp. 13-18.) With regard to the individuals 
making these representations, Mr. Peterson testified: 

"Q. Did you believe these representations — 

"A. Sure. 

"Q. — at the time they were made to you? 

"A. Sure, I believed them. 

"Q. The people who were making them to you, were 
they sincere that — 

"A. You better believe they were. I don't think 
— I don't think I have met, excluding a couple of 
G.O. members — and most of the G.O. members are 
honest, ethical people. They think they are doing 
the right thing. Most of them are the most 
wonderful people I have met. They are very nice, 
polite. They don't commit crimes. They don't 
harm you. it is a very ethical group." 

(Exhibit "A", p. 18, 11. 2-14.) 
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( ( ij) (.) 

Mr. Peterson testified later in his deposition as 

follows: 

"Q. The people you had contact with were all 
sincere in the representations they made to you? 

"A. As far as I know, yes. 

"Q. The people on up the line you didn't know 
because you didn't have contact with them; is that 
what you mean? 

"A. Exactly." 

(Exhibit "A", p. 20, 11. 12-17.) 

3. The Testimony of Jane Lee Peterson. 

Concerning her allegations of fraud. Plaintiff Jane 
Peterson similarly testified as follows at her deposition: 

"Q. Let me ask you a different question. The 
people who you listed — Mr. Landers, Woodruff, 

Hammond, Harvey, and Mary Gay and so on — who 
made the representations to you that if you got 
into Scientology you'd get these various benefits 
— did they seem sincere to you at the time that 
they made these representations? 

"A. Do you mean at the time did I think they were 
sincere? 

"Q. Well, that's a good question. Let's start 
with that one. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE 

DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


MICHAEL J. FLYNN 

Plaintiff 

VS. 

LAFAYETTE RONALD HUBBARD 
a/k/a L. RON HUBBARD ' 

Defendant 


) 

) 

) CIVIL ACTION 

) NO. 83-2642-C 

) 

) 

) 

) 


MOTION TO APPROVE SUBSTITUTED SERVICE 
OF PROCESS ON L. RON HUBBARD 


Plaintiff respectfully moves that this court approve 
substituted service of process on defendant. As grounds therefor, 
plaintiff states as follows: 

1. Plaintiff, after diligent search, has been unable to locate 

defendant. 

Since approximately October, 1979, as counsel for other 
litigants suing defendant, plaintiff has sought to locate 
defendant in order to serve him with process. These efforts 
have included the use of constables, investigators, 
depositions, interrogatories and the filing of In Re Estate 
of L. Ron Hubbard , #47150 (Riverside Sup. Ct., Calif.), a 
separate law suit, one of the primary purposes of which was 
to determine whether defendant was or was not a missing 












c 


o 


person. These efforts have been unsuccessful. See 
plaintiff's Affidavit, paragraphs # 2-4, annexed hereto as 
Exhibit A . 

The reason these efforts have been unsuccessful is that 
defendant has intentionally concealed himself in order to 
avoid service of pro'cess, as is outlined below. 

Plaintiff has alleged the existence of an agency and a close 
connection and relationship between the Church of Scientology 
and defendant. See Complaint, paragraphs #5-9. Yet prior to 
February, 1983, the Church of Scientology and its attorneys 
-- and even defendant's attorney -- had stated that the 
present address of defendant is unknown, that they know of no 
means of communicating with him and that the Church of 
Scientology of California has not communicated with defendant 
since February, 1980. See Order of Judge Krentzman, denying 
Attorney Alan Goldfarb's motion to withdraw a counsel for 
defendant and Affidavit of Attorney Julia Dragojevic, 
annexing correspondence from Attorney Lawrence E. Heller of 
Lenske, Lenske, Heller 8 Magasin annexed as Exhibits B and C 
respectively. 

Two Federal District Courts, including this Court, have ruled 
that defendant has intentionally concealed himself in order 
to avoid service of process and accordingly have allowed 


- 2 - 












1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 




Law Offices of Barrett S. Litt 
617 South Olive Street, Suite 1000 
Los Angeles, California 90014 


jp 1 1 IL E |P) 

** riverside county 


(213) 623-7511 

Attorneys for Respondent 
MARY SUE HUBBARD 




JUL 191983 

WILLIAM E. CONEBLY, CI*rtc 

s\ n k C Johns* 

C« Deputy 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE 

) 

In re the Estate of ) Case No. 47150 

) 

L. RON HUBBARD. ) ORDER OF CONTEMPT 

__ ) 

The contempt proceedings against Ronald E. DeWolf, 
Wilkie Cheong and Michael J. Flynn came regularly for 
hearing by the court on July 8, 1983, pursuant to the order 
to show cause issued by this court June 13, 1983. Citees 
Ronald E. DeWolf and Michael J. Flynn were represented by 
Wilkie Cheong who also appeared on his own behalf. 

Evidence, both oral and documentary, having been received 
and considered, the matter having been argued and submitted, 
and good cause appearing therefore, 

IT IS HEREBY ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED as follows: 

1. With the concurrence of counsel for respondent, 
the contempt charges against Ronald E. DeWolf are dismissed. 

2. Upon the request of counsel for respondent, the 
contempt charges against Wilkie Cheong are dismissed. 
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3. Michael J. Flynn is guilty of contempt of court 
for failure to obey the order of this court made on December 
16, 1982 in that he knew that the foregoing order prohibited 
disclosure of information obtained through discovery in this 
proceeding to attorneys representing parties involved in 
litigation against Mary Sue Hubbard, L. Ron Hubbard or any 
Scientology organization, that he had the ability to comply 
with the foregoing order and willfully disobeyed the 
foregoing order by (a) making such information available to 
counsel for defendant in Church of Scientology v. Armstrong , 
No. C 420153 and (b) making information available to counsel 
involved in Nebraska State Court litigation involving the 
Church of Scientology. 

It is further adjudged, ordered and decreed that 
Michael J. Flynn is to be punished for the foregoing 
contempt by a fine of $250.00, said fine payable within 30 
days of the date of this order. Pursuant to agreement at 
the July 8 hearing, service of a copy of this order upon 
Wilkie Cheong will be sufficient service upon Mr. Flynn. 


DATED: 
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Noel E. Manoukian 
Chief Justice 
Supreme Court of Nevada 


October 24, 1983 


Rita Thompson 

Church of Scientology of Nevada 
846 E. Sahara Ave. 

Las Vegas, NV 89104 

Dear Rita: 

I hope that this letter finds you and your family 
in the very best of health and spirits. 

I want to thank you very much for your booklet 
"The Way to Happiness." It carries some very 
interesting, thought provoking and valuable 
information. An old friend of mine, John Brodie, 
the former starting quarterback for the San 
Francisco 49'ers, and now a television commentator 
covering a number of National Football League 
games, has been rather pervasively involved with 
the Church of Scientology for a number of years. 

He has been very gratified by that experience. 

Thank you for keeping me in mind. , 7 


Sincerely/- > 
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Jfato ^kasant JSapfisi ©Ijmrrlf 


11400 South Hoover Street 
Lot Angeles, California 90044 
Rev. M. M. Merriweather, Pastor 


Church 779-0384 
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M. Do* ton. Conn. Seer. 
C. OUVMt. tlCY. 


September 23, 1982 


Church of Scientology 

Monty Dixon 

1306 No. Berendo 

Los Angeles, California 90027 

9 ' 

Dear Monty: 

You've been a friend to me and my church when things 
were really tough. During those times you have provided 
me with information on Scientology that helped me to resolve 
my problems. I am very impressed with how the Scientology 
organization is run and when I use what you show me it works 
for me too. 

When I was in Clearwater I had some counseling and saw 
a machine that helps find words and I'm looking forward to 
my congregation finding out about this new Scientology informa¬ 
tion. 

I hope the leadership workshop leads to a series of fund 
raisers for our church. 


God bless you and keep you. 


In faith 



Rev. M.M. Merriweather 
Pastor 
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Randy Earles 


‘I was doing grass (mari¬ 
juana) and booze all day 
every day. It was nearly a 
full-time occupation’ 

— Randy Earles 



GeniaEarlM 


Scientologists promote ‘drug-free’ life 


By KEITH ERVIN 
Staff Reporter 

A "drug-free life” it the go*] of the 
Church of Scientology's Drug Educa¬ 
tion Week. 

Among those promoting the week, 
which starts Monday, are Randy and 
Genie Earles of Auburn. 

The Earleses describe the church- 
sponsored drug week as “non-denomi- 
nationaT and say a Tuesday night 
forum is intended to fight drug abuse— 
not to rocruit new Scientology 
members. 

Seattle police officer Doug Aardahl 
will speak on "The Northwest Drug 
Scene," and author John Duff trill talk 
about "Handling Those on Drugs from 
Addiction to Uving a life without 
Drugs" 

National education director 

Duff, co-author of The Truth about 
Drugs, is the national drug education 
director tor the Scientology-sponsored 
organization, Narconon. 

The Tuesday forum begins at 7 JO 


p.m. in the Pacific Ballroom of the 
Seattle Hilton Hotel and Sixth Avenue 
and University Street 
The Church of Scientology is engaged 
in what it calls an "international war 
against drug abuse." In addition to 
street drugs, the church is particularly 
critical of the $854 million worth of 
psychoactive drugs prescribed yearly 
by doctors and psychiatrists. 

Genie Earles, a polio victim who has 
gone through numerous back opera¬ 
tions, says she became dependent on 
prescription pain-killers and tran¬ 
quilizers. 

"A lot of that does stay with you in 
your mental and emotional processes," 
she says. "That fogs you up. The main 
way I’ve been helped has been getting 
rid of those drugs. 

Turlflcation rundown* 

"I didn't really notice die effects of 
the drugs — some of these are subtle — 
until I did the purification rundown." 

The "purification rundown" is a Sci¬ 
entology program for ridding die body 
of drugs which are believed to remain 


in the tissues long after the user stops 
taking them. Purification includes the 
use or vitamins, exercise and sweating 
to remove the drugs. 

Since purging her body of drugs, says 
Mrs. Earles, her thinking has become 
clearer and she has been able to learn to 
drive. Before purification, "I didn't feel 
like I was in control enough to drive a 


Her husband Randy was more of a 
recreational drug user. "I was doing 
grass (marijuana) and booze all day 
every day. It was nearly a full-time 
occupation," be recalls. 

Drags totally alien' 

"Since dies I’ve totally stopped. Now 
the idea of doing drugs is totally alien. 
My idea now is Just to live life. From my 
viewpoint, drugs are a withdrawal from 
Ufa." 


Overcoming die "numbness" of drug 
use brought about other changes for 
Randy Earle*. Before getting off drugs, 
"I wasn't involved in any public ac¬ 
tivities. Now my concern for what’s 
going on is tremendous." 
































LAS VEGAS SUN 


Church 

Id support of the 
Church of- Scientology’s 
international war against 
drug abuse, the Church of 
Scientology of Nevada is 
hosting a “Drug Educa¬ 
tion Week” the first week 
of August All the ac¬ 
tivities of the week are 
designed to inform 
citizens of Las Vegas 
truthfully and accurately 
of the consequences of 
taking drugs. 

Estimates of the 
amount spent on illicit 
drugs alone in the U.S. 
range as high as $200 
billion a year. According 
to the Federal Alcohol, 


Friday, July 23,1962 


hosts drug education week 


Drug Abuse and Mental 
Health Administration, 
nearly 25 percent of high 
school students have 
tried cocaine, while S3 
■percent of high school 
seniors have used am¬ 
phetamines. One national 
study showed that 60 
percent of high school 
seniors reported illicit 
drug use. 

“Our work has shown 
that education is a key 
factor in the prevention 
of drug abuse,” said Rita 
Thompson. She cited the 
work of John Duff and 
Gene Chill, authors of the 
popular book, ‘The Truth 
About Drugs,” as ex¬ 


amples of Scientologists 
who are very serious 
about raising public 
awareness.on the subject 
of drugs. 

Duff has talked to 
more than 40,000 stu¬ 
dents, teachers and pa¬ 
rents about drug abuse, 
refraining from horror 
stories and scare tactics 
and concentrating on the 
documented effect'of 
what specific drugs can 
do to the human body. 

L. Ron Hubbard in late 
1979 developed a 
"Purification Program” 
which has since been 
completed by tens of 


thousands of persons all 
around the world, with 
close to 300 having par¬ 
ticipated in the program 
in Las Vegas. 

"In the research on the 
Purificatfon Program,” 
Thompson said, “Hub¬ 
bard found that certain 
chemicals became 
lodged in the fatty tissues 
of the body and can re¬ 
main there for years, 
continuing to affect a 
person years after the 
drug use has been 
stopped or the chemical 
exposure has occured. 


“Continued use or ex¬ 
posure increases the 
amount of buildup in the 
tissues.” 
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St. Louis native Amanda Ambrose 


l:©cps 
singing fey 
'aiding youth 

Amanda Ambrose interrupted 
career to help others leam 

By BRENDA MURPHY 
Globe-Democrat Staff Writer 

isten up, Mayor Schoemehl. Amanda 
Ambrose wants to compliment you. 
•'The mayor is making the city 
beautiful again. I’d like to thank him for 
taking care of my home,” said the native St. 
Louis singer,, who made her professional 
name in the early 1960s performing with 
Harry Belafonte. 

Miss Ambrose, 57, who now lives in 
Toronto, returned to St. Louis recently to 
give a '‘voice technology” seminar at the 
Chase-Park Plaza Hotel similar to the ones 
she has conducted in Paris, Stockholm and 
Copenhagen. 

“The problem for most people Is they’re 
not aware that the voice is air-controlled by 
muscle,” explained Miss Ambrose, who, 
through her seminars, shares the voice¬ 
training exercises she embraced when, at 
one point in her career, she “lost the top” of 
her voice. 

Although the singer, whose style includes 
everything from gospel to jazz, blues and 
rock, insists she doesn’t teach anyone how to 
sing — “I just help them sing better” — she 
feels compelled to share the knowledge that 
helped her achieve success. 

“1 found it not enough just to be able to 
perform, but to help others to perform,” she 
explained. “I want to perform the rest of my 
life. By helping others, it kind of buys me 
that right.” 


MISS AMBROSE'S professional career 
began in the 1940s with performances at the 
old Victorian Club in St. Louis, and included 
such milestones as her film debut in 1953 in 
“The Snows of Kilimanjaro,” acting 
performances at Chicago’s Gate of Horn 
Theatre in the early '60s, a two-year tour 
with Belafonte beginning in 1963 and la 
critically acclaimed performance at 
Carnegie Hall in 1966. In 1980 she was 
nominated with Frank Sinatra and Stevie 
Wonder as Entertainer of the Year by the 
National Academy of Concerts and Cabaret 
Arts. 

But even when Miss Ambrose was riding 
the crest of her popularity, she never forgot 
the importance of serving others — a lesson 
learned from her father, the late Dr. 
Herman D. Ambrose, a St. Louis podiatrist 
and community activist, and mother, Pearl 
Keith Ambrose, 91, who still lives 
independently in the city. 

“My parents are my inspiration,” said 
the performer, who, as a student at Vashon 
High School, was organist and assistant 
director of music at the Metropolitan 
A.M.E. Zion Church. "Their contribution to 
their society was selfless. They taught me to 
live life with integrity and honor. That's 
difficult to do as a performer.” 

Miss Ambrose, a follower of “Dianetics,” 
a mental health vogue started in the 1950s by 
science-fiction writer L. Rem Hubbard, 
founder of the controversial Church of 
Scientology, believes performers have to 
have high ethics in order to be able to 
create. % ; ;*• . 

THAT COMMITMENT to ethics led the 
singer to sidetrack her performing career 
several years ago. 


As a divorced mother of five. Miss 
Ambrose joined other parents patrolling her 
children’s school in 1968 to keep out drug 
pushers. It was during one of those patrols 
that she came across an 11-year-old boy 
writhing on a floor with a needle hanging 
from his arm. He died in her arms. 

“That baby dying in my arms made me 
make a commitment. I had to make sure it 
wouldn’t happen to another child,” said Miss 
Ambrose, who interrupted her career in 1971 
to head “Applied Scholastics,** an 
educational program designed to teach 
children how to study. “It is what I felt 1 had 
to do to correct the destruction of education. 
Because if a person can’t have an education, 
then he has no tools to reach his goals. And 
we are talking about dreams. We’re talking 
about a dream coming true.” y\ 

MISS AMBROSE'S own dreams for the 
future include appearing in a Broadway 
musical, learning computerized music, 
performing with three of her grown children 
in an “Ambrose Family Tour” and 
recording an album to be released next year. 
(Past releases include “Live at the Village 
Gate” and “The Amazing Amanda 
Ambrose” for RCA, “Amanda” for Dunwick 
Records and “Laughing” on the Bee Gee 
label.) 

But her career plans won’t stop her 
educational efforts. Miss Ambrose is 
supporting an “Applied Scholastics” 
program in Zaire and hopes to start a school 
of her own to teach music, dance, acting and 
career administration, possibly in Toronto, 
she said, so she can be near her two 
grandchildren. 

“My purpose has to do with helping 
people in this society become more aware of 
the fact they can create and to the degree 
they become willing to create, they become 
less willing to destroy,” explained Miss 
Ambrose. 
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BILL WELSH 


President end 


Chief Operating Officer 


July 14, 1983 


Mr. L. Ron Hubbard 
C/0 Celebrity Centre 
5930 Franklin Avenue 
Hollywood, CA 90028 

Dear Mr. Hubbard: 

On behalf of the Hollywood Chamber of Commerce, I am pleased 
to extend our congratulations on the success of Celebrity 
Centre and its continuing Impressive growth. This is just 
one of the many facets of your activities that are centered 
in Hollywood and all of which contribute impressively to the 
growth of a community that means so much to both you and me. 

I am always pleased when someone who has benefited from the 
opportunities offered by Hollywood in turn makes a commitment 
to give something back to the community. All of us are well 
aware of the important part you played in the development of 
Hollywood in previous times. Now we are indebted to you for 
continuing your affection for Hollywood and your decision to 
offer opportunities for artists to lead more productive lives 
Your support of activities that help to counteract the drug 
problem has been of great value to Hollywood. 

Please accept my wishes for continued success with your many 
involvements. 



Bin Weis 
President 
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6290 Sunset Boulevard * *525 ■ Hollywood. California 90026 • (213) 4694311 














